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reserved list, subject to be called for, it is true, 
whenever the Government wanted them; but 
some of those men who are now calling for this 
money never struck one lick, never fired a gun, 
and probably some of them never remained inthe 
service after the resolution of 1780 was passed. 
After the battle of Yorktown, in 1781, the war 
was practically over, though all the troops of the 
regular army were not discharged until the ratifi- 
cation of peace in the fall of 1783. 

Then the bill is not on the ground of any par- 
ticular merit in the beneficiaries. It is unques- 
tionably a bounty. The half pay for life was a 
hard contract on the part of the Government; but 
the Government was ready to comply with it. 
The Governmentaltered it at the instance of cer- 
tainly a majority of the officers. This bill gives 
the half pay to all, including those who accepted 
the commutation. If you object to having the 
minority of each line bind the majority, surely 
those who can be shown to have petitioned and 
begged Congress to allow them the commutation 
of five years’ full pay in lieu of half pay for life, 
cannot come before the Government with any 

lea of contract. The contract has been executed. 
The first one was changed at their request, and 
by their will. ‘That was the ground of services, 
though many of them had performed none. I 
recollect a controversy in which Virginia resisted 
the claims of some of this class of her own officers 
tocommutation for nearly thirty or forty years. 
They had a right to sue in her courts, and they 
continued to sue her, and the courts continued to 
decide against them, until, [ think, as late as 
1320—forty years after the war—when, by the 
discovery of some other testimony, as they said, 
in the records of Virginia, this class of cases of 
her retired troops was brought in; and then Con- 
gress, holding rightfully that they were within 
the assumption of the act of 1790, passed the act 
of 1832, in order to reimburse Virginia for the 
money which had been sued out of her by this 
class of officers. But it was not pretended then 
that that class of officers, however worthy men 
they might be, had rendered any service. Vir- 
ginia, through her courts and her Legislature, 
year after year, while the men of the Revolution 
lived, sternly resisted paying these officers one 
dollar, believing that they were not entitled to it; 
and the act never passed for them to be paid by 
Congress until the famous act of 1832. 

If you are going to give public bounties to their 
descendants, why should you discriminate in 
favor of the officers? 
scendants of the officers who have agreed to this 


| eight, in the market. 


FRIDAY, AUGUST 8, 1856. 


beginning of the Mexican war, for one hundred 


and one fourth, and they ran down to ninety- 


That is the case with the 
securities of all the States of the Union who 


|| promptly pay interest, with two or three excep- 


| per cent. per month discount. 


| these certificates. 


tions. hey borrow one hundred dollars, and 
their securities go down to ninety, eighty, or 
seventy; but that is not the fault of the contract- 


inalong time. Promissory notes of a man per- 


i} 


fectly good, and who will comply with his con- | 
tract, are sold in this market for one and one half | 


more than eighty-two and a half per cent. a year 
in advance of the time of payment, without ref- 
erence to the solvency of the party, without ref- 
erence to his punctuality, with the fact known 
that he will pay when it becomes due, but because 
the operation is to convert a remote security, 


They bring not | 


which is due at a distant time, into present cash. | 


It is an operation performed every day in your 
streets. 


cates, and then they funded them. In 1790 they 


| gave for them the bonds of the United States at 
six per cent., and continued to pay them until | 


they were discharged dollar for dollar. 


“hat was all there was in regard to | 
They went on to 1790, Con- | 
gress regularly paying every dollar of the certifi- | 


I say, then, that the first contract was made in 


1780. It was altered at the instance of the offi- | 
‘cers. The Government discharged its every obli- | 


| the revolutionary army, of the commutation of | 


| of the country will show any such case. 


gation honestly, honorably, and fairly; and it is 


due to the memory of our revolutionary ances- 


tors to say so. j 
done justice to these men; I deny it. All the 
letters contained in this report, from Washington 
and other officers, were letters written before this 
act of 1783 was passed. I have not been able, in 


This report says we have never | 


looking at the correspondence of Washington, to || 


find a single complaintfrom him, or one officer of 


i do not think the history 
'f the 


five years’ full pay. 


| vigilance of my honorable friend from South 


| 


Carolina has enabled him to find one, | should 


| like to see it. 


Why will you take the de- | 


settlement, and exclude the sons of the soldiers? | 


You may take the cases of some of the Senators 
here by me. Take the honorable Senator from 


New York, [Mr. Fisu.] His father rendered | 


distinguished service as an officer. 


Why, when | 


he made this contract, and accepted the commv- | 
tation, should you give to him these bounties of | 


the Government any more than to myself, and 
others, whose fathers may have fought as sol- 
diers in that war? ' 
Mr. WADE. My father did. 
Mr. TOOMBS. Why shall the Senator from 
Ohio be excluded? It is not on the ground of 
contract, because yourcontract is satisfied. When 


the resolution of 5783, poogeene for commuta- | 


tion, was passed, it was by the asseat of all these 
parues, It was not forced upon them. It was 
beneficial to them. 
It was a beneficial contract for them. Hundreds 
of them did not live the ten years for which they 
received half pay. Those who died within fif- 


| 
| 
| 


tcen years were the gainers, because they got the | 


present advantage of the grant. 

It has been sometimes said—and it is an argu- 
ment made to Congress—that the commutation 
certificates were worthless. Sir, the Government 
paid interest upon them every day. It agreed to 
give public securities, and it paid interest on them. 

‘18 nO argument to say that they did not sell for 


par. That has been the case of our own public | 


Securities since I have been a member of Con- 
gress. We sold our public securities, at the 
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| 
| 


It was at their own request. || 


Mr. EVANS. I believe it is to be found in 
the letters of General Washington. 
Mr. TOOMBS. Before 1783? 

none such. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Srvarr 
in the chair.) The time has arrived for the con- 
sideration of the special order. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Very well. 

Mr. SEWARD. I call for the special order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first spe- 
cial order is the unfinished business of yester- 
day—the bill for the improvement of the harbor 
of Appalachicola. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. Is it in order to make a mo- 
tion to postpone prior business, in order to take 
up the Army appropriation bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


I have seen 


Yes, sir. 


Mr. HUNTER. Then 1 submit that motion, |! 


and upon it ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SEWARD. I barely wish to say, that 
we shall be able to dispose without doubt of all 
the river and harbor bills to-day. It is the well- 
understood determination of the Senate to finish 
whatever it undertakes to do when it commences 


| any new business; and this system would be 
| incomplete by providing for the harbors on the 
| lakes and the upper rivers, without making pro- 


vision for those on the sea-coast and the southern 
rivers. I hope the friends of those bills will insist 
on having another day for them. 

Mr. HUNTER. We were assured yesterday 
that we should get through with them. We did 
not, and we are nearly as far off as ever. We 
have been engaged for nearly a week upon them. 
We have had notice that there is to be a debate 
upon this appropriation bill; and everything, it 
seems to me, admonishes the Senate of the pro- 
priety of taking up that bill and acting on it at 
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once. If there be any time, after attending to 
that, the friends of the river and harbor bills have 
& majority here, and can take them up; but surely 
We Ought to give precedence to the appropriation 
bills. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, I will vote with the Sena- 
tor from Virginia to take up his appropriation 


: | bill. provided he will stand by it and sit it out 
ing party. It may be a remote security, payable || 


until we get through with it. [ have voted with 
the friends of the river and harbor bills to take 
them up, and have urged and insisted that we 
should sit them out, and get through with them 
inaday. They have occupied two weeks, and 


| in the way we are going on they will consume 


all the rest of the session, and defeat the appro- 
priation bills. I will go for taking up the appro- 
priation bills, if we agree to sit them out when 


| we do take them up, and get through with them 


atonce. Butif we are to adjourn at four o’cloek 
every day, lam not willing to gointothem. We 
must sit measures out, as we have no previous 
question, or we can pass nothing. If the Sen- 


ator from Virginia will insist on sitting his bill 


| out, and try to keep a quorum here, I will vote for 
| his motion. 


| that. I will stay 


Mr. HUNTER. f ean only answer for myself. 
As far as I am concerned I will do so; but [ can- 
not speak for others. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I believe, sir, it is our duty 
to take up the general appropriation bills and pass 
them. I am aware of, and know well, the dan- 
cers which attend them, and I am ready to cen- 
sider them. I ama friend of internal improve- 
ments, and I am content in disposing of those 
bills; but I do not accord with the honorable 
Senator from Illinois that we should sit here all 
night until we pass the Army appropriation bill. 
Sir, human patience and endurance may be ex- 
hausted. We are not able to sit all night; and if 
you attempt it after a certain hour of the night, 
men who ought to be giving their attention to the 
bill will be out of their places, and less thana 
quorum of the Senate will be voting millions of 
money @t of the Treasury. lL am opposed to 
y here as long as I| can, and | 
hope others will; but to undertake to sit here all 
night for the purpose of passing one of these bills 
will be the worst policy that we could adopt, for 
by it we shall drive out of the Senate some of the 
most experienced members, who understand the 
items of these appropriation bills perhaps better 
than others, and we shall act without advice, I 
am for acting energetically, but not in hot haste. 


| 1] shall vote for the motion to take up the Army 


appropriation bill. 

Mr. WELLER. I have been voting with the 
friends of the river and harbor bills for the pur- 
pose of keeping them before the Senate, and f 


| supposed they would all have been disposed of 


several days ago. Lam anxious that they shall 
get out of the way—not for the purpose of taking 
up the bill referred to by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, but for the purpose of taking up the Pacific 


| railroad bill. That has been my object. Tintend 


to vote against the motion made by my friend 
from Virginia, on the expectation that you will 
dispose of these bills to-day; but I give notice 


| to their friends that this is the last day I will 


| stand by them. 


I have remained here day after 
day, until late in the session, for the purpose of 
keeping a quorum, that we might go on with busi- 
ness, for | have no interest, nor has my State, in 
the passage of any of these bills. This is the last 
day I will vote for keeping them up before the 
Senate. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I am aware of the neces- 
sity to which the Senator from Virginia has ad- 
verted of economizing time as much as possible; 
but for the very reason which he assigns for 
taking up the Army appropriation bill I shal! vote 
against taking it up,and | hope the friends of the 
special order of the day will insist on dispateh- 
ing that business at once. There are but few of 
these measures remaining undisposed of, and I 
think we shall best economize time by dispateh- 
ing one subject at atime. I have always found 
it so during the rather long experience I have 


es eee ’ 


ei See 


¥ 
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had here; and I have yet to witn 
session that shall see a general money bill over- 
slaughed. The Senate, by some kind of appli- 
ance, alwa | 
inferior and subordinate measures sometimes do 
receive the go-by. As the friends of these meas- 
ures have stood by them with something like 
exemplary fidelity so far, 1 hope they will remain 
steadfast in the faith a little longer. It will not 
require very long to dispose of all those bills. 

There is another point that presents itself to 
us, and it is not worth while to be blind to the 
fact. ‘Fhere will arise on the Army bill a ques- 
tion with which we are too familiar already, but 
which is not going to be disposed of in one sit- 
ting. Limagine it will be beyond the power of 
the Senate to keep members in attendance until 
the question arising on the Army bill can be dis- 
posed of, I think we had bettér continue with 
the order of the day. i 

Mr. HUNTER. If that debate is to arise, is 
it not manifest that we ought to get at the appro- 

riation bills now, as there is so little time left? 

ught we not to commence them? 

‘Fhe question being taken on Mr. Hunter’s 
motion by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 21, nays 
24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Biggs, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Clay, 
Clayton, Douglas, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Houston, Hunter, 
Iverson, Jones of Tennessee, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, 
Blideli, Thompson of Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, 
and Toombs—21. 

NAYS —Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Bright, Cass, Collamer, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, 
Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, Johnson, Jones of Lowa, 
Reid, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, Weller, 
Wilson, and Wright—24. 

So the Senate refused to postpone the special 
order, and take up the Army appropriation bill. 


RAILROADS IN MISSISSIPPI. 


A message from the House of Re 
by Mr. Barctay, Assistant Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed a bill (H. R. No. 523) 
granting alternate sections of the public lands to 


the State of Mississippi, to aid in the construc- || 


tion of railroads in said State. 

A subsequent message requested the return of 
the bill to the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BROWN. I move that the bill be returned 
in conformity with the request of the House. It 
is ascertained that a mistake has been made in 
the engrossment of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


APPALACHICOLA HARBOR. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is upon the passage of the bill (S. No. 173) for 
the improvement of the harbor of Appalachicola, 
in the State of Florida, on which the yeas and 


ys finds time to dispose of them; but | 


| 
| 


| dar is the bill (S. No. 174) for the improvement | 


resentatives, | 


| erable draught could approach the town. 


| the Government officers. 


| Reid, Slidell, Stuart, Toombs, and Weller—16. | it any way; but vessels from 
i} > 


| $50,000. 


| Sullivan’s Island will allow vessels to approach 





nays were being called, when the Senate found 


itself without a quorum yesterday. 
Mr. MALLORY. 


dar that this bill was introduced by me; and as I 


shall vote against the passage of the bill, it may | 
be necessary that I should say something about | 
it. Lam, in relation to Appalachicola, in the con- | 
dition of my friend from South Carolina, [Mr. | 
Burcer,) who introduced his bill for the im- | 


provement of the harbor of Charleston. Av there 
was nota quorum here yesterday, I will repeat in 
substance what I then said. If money is to be 


appropriated for the improvement of rivers and | 


harbors to facilitate commerce only, you cannot 


select a more appropriate position for the sppro- | 
priatiion of your money in the southern country | 


than Appalachicola. [t is the third commercial 
port of the Gulf. It ships one hundred aud sixty 
thousand bales of cotton alone, and it freights 
some seventy square-rigged vessels. The Appa- 
lachicola river waters three States, Alabama, 
Georgia, and Florida. 


But sir, | have formerly voted against all these 


measures as they have come up, | repeat again, 
not because I have been opposed to every meas- 
ure before the Senate, for | have no doubt I could 
have voted for many of them if I had all the 
lights before me. I hold, that,asamatter of course, 
if we have power to maintain a navy onthe lakes, 
we havethe power to give them harbors of shelter 


It appears from the Calen- | 





and refuge. If 1 could ascertain what appropri- | 
ations were nece for harbors of refuge for | 


naval perpecee on lakes, I should support 
them, but I have no information; and we have 


P ded in the dark in many of these cases. 
It the party here hist appropriating money 
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> - — -—* — — — —_—— Ti 
ess the close of a i for river and harbor improvements for the sake | 


} 
of commerce alone, is looking to the South for i 
positions to appropriate money with the greatest | 
advantage to commerce, there is no place in the | 
southern country so much in seconal of a small 
appropriation as this. ‘The shipping at ———— i 
icola, if my recollection serves me, does not || 
come within five miles of the port. ‘The harbor 
was surveyed fifteen years ago; and it was found | 
| 
| 


by the officers of the Government that, by aslight | 
cutting through a bank, vessels of very consid- 
That | 
has been recommended; and four years ago, when 
the general river and harbor appropriation bill | 


passed, there was a clause of that kind; and the | 
estimates have been made for the excavations by 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 16; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Alten, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 


Tennessee, Bright, Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Fessenden, 
Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, Johnson, Jones 


| 
i} 
i] 


Wade, Wilson, and Wright—®27. 
NAYS —Messrs. Biggs, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Clay, 
Fitzpatrick, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, Mason, | 


So the bill was passed. 1| 
HARBOR OF CHARLESTON. 


! 

Mr. SEWARD. The next bill on the Calen- || 

of the harbor of Charleston, South Carolina. 1 
ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 

Whole, to consider the bill, which appropriates 


Mr. BUTLER. AsI standin a peculiar rela- 


| tion to this bill, 1 propose to give in ten minutes 
| an explanation which will trace the history of the 


bill, and show whether gentlemen who vote for 
these appropriations generally can vote for this. 
I cannot, and will not, as is very well known. I 
suppose, however, that those who can vote for the 
bill would like to understand the locality. 
The old channel, or what is known as the ship- | 
channel, passes through the bar with a maximum | 


depth of water of twenty-two feet and a minimum || 
of thirteen feet. That passes near the light-house || 

It is proposed now to take || 
up anotherchannel, which seems to have made its | 


on Morris’s Island. 


way near Sullivan’s Island. The water beyond || 
it of twenty, thirty, or perhaps forty feet. The 
harbor of Charleston has water twenty or thirty || 
feet deep, but there is dn intervening shallow of || 
perhaps fifty or one hundred yards, over which 
the water runs about six feet deep. It is pro- 
posed to open that channel, so as to allow the 


_— water beyond Sullivan’s Island to run into 
the harbor of Charleston, and thus give a uniform || 


channel of twenty feet. 

This project did not originate with the Federal | 
Government. About five years ago, this chan- | 
nel was discovered fifty feet deep beyond Sulli- | 
van’s Island. The water is twenty feet deep in | 
the harbor; and it was suggested by a very dis- | 
tinguished engineer that the intervening space | 


could be dredged out, so as to have a uniform || 


' 

channel twenty feet deep to Charleston. 
My friend, the Representative of Charleston, 
{[Mr. Arwen, ] had a provision introduced into the | 


bill which passed both branches a few years ago, || 
allowing $90,000 with this guarantee, that South || 


Carolina had appropriated $80,000 for the same | 
yurpose and had bought a dredge-boat from the | 
Federal Government, which turned out to be in- 
adequate to the purpose, and was returned upon 
the hands of the person who made it. The con- 
sequence is, that not much of the work has been 
accomplished; but gentlemen of the very highest | 
reputation, Professor Bache and others, say it is 
»racticable to dredge out that channel. If it can 
a done, it will be a great achievement for the | 
harbor of Charleston, and all persons interested | 
in it. ' 
I never introduced this bill until the provision | 
had passed the other House; and when it came | 
here about a year ago, I suggested that such a | 
bill ought to go through, as it had gone through | 
before, though not by my vote. It may be re- | 
garded somewhat as imitating the proposition of | 
the Senator from Michigan, to cut a ditch in the 
flats of St. Clair, and I was rather opposed to 


| 
j 
| 
| 
| 


| for your bill, because you will not yo 


ground, and pin me down to their doctrine, ay4 


them to vote from considerations of | 
| selfishness. i 


| chusetts, and New York are more interested j, 


. U | are. The constituents of the gentleman [Mr 
| of lowa, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Thomp- || a ‘ 
| son of Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, Trumbull, 


| ing in Charleston in regard to this improvement, 
| Many think that the channel will be filled up by 


|| after it is finished, Charleston or the State of 


| South Carolina, will keep it up by having 


| not believe, that we have a jurisdiction to say 


| these other improvements for which money is 
| asked out of the Treasury. 


| opinion about it. 
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that mode of making a new channel of comme 

but he can be reconciled to this of course 
Some gentlemen have taunted me incident) 

on this subject, by the intimation, “I wil] not vor. 








yourself.”’ If l understand their principles 
ought not to vote for my bill or against it, be 
itis mine; and they ought not to vote for th, 

own bills because they are theirs. If they tds 
at all for such an improvement, it must be on»), 
ground that it is forthe general benefit and hoes 

lation of commerce. If they put it on any other 


for it 
» the y 


Cause 


say they will not go for my bill because | cany,, 
vote for it, and they will go for their own becayss 
they have no conscientious scruples, I understanq 
f olicy and 
That is the truth about it. y 

So far as regards navigation, Maine, Massy. 


this channel than my constituents of Charlestoy 


FEssENDEN] at this very time are taking ston. 
from Maine, and eee it there every week, 
Mr. FESSENDEN. shall vote for it. 

Mr. BUTLER. No doubt you will vote fo, 
Aaine and Now 
York find it is very difficult to get over the oj; 
channel. - It is thirteen feet deep at low water, and 
sometimes twenty-two feet at other periods, 

There is a great difference of opinion prevail. 


the first gale that comes after it is made; ani 
many think otherwise. All agree, however, that 


dredge-boat there continually. 

This being the state of the case, I leave gen. 
tlemen to vote as they think proper. I shall not 
vote for the bill, because I do not believe—I can- 


where commerce shall go, or shall not go, by 

an appropriation of money, for that depends on 

whether you have a full or an empty Treasury. 
| If you had no money in the Treasury, but were 
| compelled to raise it by taxation, the gentlemen 
who sustain these bills would not vote to raise a 
tax of $50,000 to cut outa new channel in Charles- 
ton harbor, nor would my friend from Missouri's 
constituents vote to improve the Missouri river 
if they had to raise taxes to do it; and so of all 


I have made a fair 
I have said there is a difference of 
South Carolina has appropri- 
_ ated $80,000, and she will employ the $80,000. 
That is a guarantee that she believes it practica- 
ble. She has appointed commissioners; they are 
intelligent men, and they believe it practicable. 
If you cut out a channel, as intended, it will bea 
| twenty feet ship channel, instead of one thirteen 
feet. There will be the difference. My friend 
| from Tennessee takes a very enlarged view of this 
subject, because Tennessee is to belong to South 
Carolina shortly. She is running down her com- 
| merce there fast, and I am glad of it. 
| Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. When you leave 
the Union, we intend to annex your State to 
ours. [{Laughter.] I do not mean to go into 
any argument of this question; but the Senator 
from South Carolina did injustice to me, when 
he availed himself of this occasion to go into an 
argument of the constitutional power. I thought 
he had gone fully into that subject heretofore. 
Does he think that a channel of twenty, instead 
of thirteen feet, would not be justified, if we 
could construct it at any reasonable cost, as 40 
appropriation for the common defense? | ask 
that question. It is an answer to his whole 
argument. 
I hold in my hand estimates on two separate 
plans of the cost of improving this channel. One 
amounts to $193,000, and the other to a much less 
sum. The appropriation here was fixed at $50) ,U\, 
because that was the appropriation voted in & 
former bill which was vetoed, and I did not want 
to raise any question about the amount to be ap- 
propriated. On the principle stated by the 5en- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. Doveras] yesterday, 
should think it better to appropriate a larger 
amount, but I do not propose to inereuse it. 
I consider this a most important improvement 


Sut | leave the subject. 
explanation. 
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We have the opinions of several skillful engineers, 
showing the practicability of it. It will require 
sowing 


THE CONGRESSION 





1} 
| 
| 
} 


great lavor; and the cost, as I have mentioned, | 


~,cording to the highest estimates, will be over |! 


-19),000. If the Senator from South Carolina 
g190, 


eg no particular interest in it, I will say that || 
a back of it, on which they must rely |} 


the country . 
for defense whenever assailed by any powerful 
force, Wants to get this improvement, and to have 
afree communication with the sea. They are 
for giving all the protection under the war power 
that can be given by deepening that channel. 


ennessee sends a considerable portion of cotton 


shrough that channel abroad, and we get cheaper | 


‘wights there for our cotton, so that it is the pro- 
ducer, at last, Who is interested. We send our 
wheat by the way of Charleston to New York, 
and get it to market in that way four or six weeks 
.ooner and cheaper than our friends north of us 
get theirs by the lakes, and we obtain higher 
prices for it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hardly think it kind in my 
friend to say that I feel no interest in Charleston, 
or in this work. I feel a great interest in it. If 1 


|| Mr.SEWARD. This is an old work, and an | 


were a member of the Legislature of South Car- | 


olina, L would appropriate $300,000 rather than 
not have the work done. I am not indifferent to 


it, That is not a word which the gentleman has | 
a right to apply to me in reference to the interest 


of my own State. [tell the gentleman that, if the || 
Federal Government were not to appropriate a | 


dollar, we would do the work ourselves; but, as | 


you are doing it for others, I see no reason why 
you should not do it for us. 

' Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I did not impute 
anything to the honorabie Senator. 


Mr. BUTLER. Well; but these things go out, | 


that 1 am indifferent, and you are the sentinel. 
Now, | say to the gentleman from Tennessee, I 
am willing that Tennessee shall come down tous 


and put her feet in the baptismal font of civiliza- | 


tion. .[ Laughter. } 

Mr. WELLER. I have voted for a number 
of these bills that came within the rule which I 
have laid down for my own action—I mean those 
which | regarded necessary for military or naval 
purposes. I have voted against those which I 


considered necessary only for commercial pur- | 


poses. 
t 


i am afraid that my friend from South 
Carolina will compel me to vote against this bill. 


| had formed an opinion that it was necessary for | 


naval purposes that this harbor should be im- 


proved, and that the deepening of the channel | 


would enable your vessels of war to get inside 
that harbor whenever it became necessary to seek 
shelter either from the storms of heaven, or a 
public enemy; but I understand the Senator from 
South Carolina, who ought to know the locality 
of this work better than me, says it is only neces- 
sary to facilitate commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER. 1 do not say “ only.”’ 

Mr. WELLER. Thatchanges the wholeaspect 
of the case, if the Senator did not say so. 1 was 
on the other side of the Chamber at the time, and 
take this emendation of his remarks. Now, if the 
Senator says it is necessary for naval purposes, I 
wil vote for the bill, and I will take his judgment 
on that point. 

Mr. BUTLER. In good faith I must say it is 
not tor naval purposes. It is for commercial 
paapentas but it may be used for naval purposes. 

see no objection on the ground that it may sub- 
serve two purposes. . 


Mr. WELLER. I will not decide how I shall || 


vote, as yet. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 27, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of Ne 


ennessee, Bright, Cass, Clayton, 


ren ollamer, Fessenden, 
Fish, 


I hompson of Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, Truim- 
bail, Ww ade, Wilson, and Wright—27. 

2 NAY S—Messrs. Biggs, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Clay, 
Fitzpatrick, Hunter, [verson, Mallory, Mason, Reid, Slidell, 
Stuart, and Toombs—14. 


So the bill was passed. 
DUBUQUE HARBOR. 
Mr BELL, of Tennessee. 


i] 


|| Mr. HUNTER. According to that report, is 


I call for the yeas and nays | 


Hampshire, Bell of | 


i, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, Houston, James, Jones | 
ot Tennessee, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, | 





my friend from lowa, [Mr. Jonrs,} I move a 
reconsideration of the vote rejecting the bill for 
the improvement of Dubuque harbor, so that we 
may have an opportunity of some further investi- 
| gation. I do not ask for action now. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion 
will be entered. 


CAPE COD HARBOR. 


The bill (S. No. 179) to provide for the pro- 
tection of Cape Cod harbor, iieshanen, was 
| read the second time, and considered as in Com- 

mittee of the Whole. It appropriates $4,000 for 
the object indicated in its title. 


appropriation of $4,000 is necessary to preserve 
it. 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF ILLINOIS RIVER. 


The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee 
of the Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 164) to 
continue the improvement of the Illinois river, 
which proposes to appropriate $20,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. is 


/ mate for this ? 


erence on the face of the primed bill to the report 
of the Secretary of War for 1855, pages 295, 296, 
and 347, 348. 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like toask whether 
| there has not been some special difficulty in clean- 
ing out this river? 


was commenced prove to be insufficient? 


AL GLOBE. 


] 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


s there any report or esti- 


The PRESIDENT - tempore. There is a ref- | 


Did not the plan on which it | 


Mr. TRUMBULL. The information is con- | 


tained in the report sent to Congress by the Sec- | 


retary of War at the present session, and a refer- 
ence is made on the printed bill to the pages of 
| the report. It will be seen there what the plan 
is, ftow 
| report, 


|| it supposed that the river can be improved on this 
plan? Is it supposed to be sufficient? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 understand so. 
the report will satisfy the gentleman. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have heard there were 
some difficulties in the way. I should like to 
hear that report. I have understood that the plan 
which they have been pursuing has failed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The report does not in- 
dicate that. The Secretary will please turn to 


1 think 


il. 

Mr. HUNTER. Before the report is read, I 
desire to ask if this is not contrary to the rule 
of the committee? 4 understood they would not 
improve a river that went through a single State. 
I do not see why you should not improve all the 
rivers within the g 
| within the system. This is in a single State, and 
| not more important than rivers which can be 
| found-in each of the States of the Union, I sup- 

pose. 


Mr. STUART. 


If the Secretary is ae to 


willing to hear them. 
in a few words, why I cannot vote for this bill. 
So far as my information goes, though I may be 


improvement of a harbor or a river thatis not jus- 
tifiable upon any ground from which this author- 
ity is claamed to be exercised by the Government 
of the United States. To my knowledge | have 


portation for the purpose of maintaining the 
Army is not now carried on in the river, or where 
it is not, like the Mississippi, traversing a whole 
country—a public thoroughfare, over which Con- 
gress possesses exclusive legislative jurisdiction; 


tection of the nava 
time of war, the improvement would not be neces- 
sary. I may be mistaken about the facts, but this 
is briefly the ground on which I have sought to 
place my votes. 

Now, in respect to the Illinois river: if it can 
be improved ce the General Government upon 
| any principle to which I have referred, | confess 
| 1 am not in possession of facts to justify the 

conclusion. I am very much averse to detaining 


i 
| 
| 
| 
} 


At the request of |’ the Senate on a question of this sort at this time, 


the report at the pages stated in the bill, and read | 


this is the amount recommended in that | 


tates, if this is to be brought || 


read any papers connected with this subject, I am | 
I wish, however, to state | 


not voted fora river improvement where trans- | 


nor for a harbor egnequnene where, for the pro- || 
armament of the country in | 





| and I shall not do it. 


1955 


I will simply state, there- 
fore, in the briefest manner possible, that for the 
necessities of the naval armament of the country, 
for the purposes of transportation of arms and 
munitions of war, there is no necessity for an 
improvement of the Illinois river at this day. 
For the purposes of commerce alone there is no 
necessity for it. Taking the improvements which 
exist in the State of Lilimois, river and railroads 
together, I venture to say that, ifa private holder 
owned river and railroad, he would not lay out 
a dollar on the river. 

I may be asked, perhaps, by some Senator, 
why | consented to the report of this bill? lam 
| averse to seeking to choke down a bill in a com- 

mittee. I have said, therefore, in relation to 
several of these bills, to the majority of the com- 
mittee, (though I do not know that they would 
not have been reported at any rate,) ** I will con- 
sent to report the bill, so that the action of the 
Senate may be had on it; but | will not support 
it.”’ Inasmuch as I do not know of any consti- 
tutional rule of propriety that governs me, which 
will authorize me to vote fer this appropriation, 
I shall detain the Senaie no longer than simply 
to state that, for the brief reasons | have indi- 
cated, | cannot support the bill. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I have not been able to learn 
exactly at what point the constitutional scruples 
‘of my friend from Michigan arise. I suppose 
that if this Government has any power over the 
improvement of navigable waters, that power 
reaches as far as the waters are navigable, and 
ceases where the navigation ceases. At least, 
that is my view of the subject; and it is a matter 
very immaterial to me whether the water be salt, 
or fresh, or brackish, or whether it be in one 
| State,two States, three States, or in no State at all. 
If the power exists in this Government to protect 
navigation upon navigable water, it goes wher- 
ever the water is navigable, in one or more States, 
or wherever it may be. I do not accede to the 
doctrine that the ebbing and flowing of the tide 
controls the navigability of the water, contrary 
to the truth of the case, or that it depends on its 
| being salt or fresh water, or on the accidental 
| circumstance that it is the boundary between two 
| or three States, or in one State. Hence,I do not 
understand exactly the point on which my friend 
from Michigan predicates his constitutional ob- 
jection toghe improvement of the Illinois. river. 

I confess that I would greatly prefer, as a citi- 
zen of Illinois, the privilege of Coin tonnage 
duties on that river,and make our own improve- 
ments, to having any appropriation from this 
Government. 1 believe that would be better for 
our people; but if you will not consent to that, 
and are Zoing to improve the mouth of Black 

river, and of St. Joseph river, and of Grand river, 
|and of every other little river all over the coun- 
| try that is navigable for five miles and is within 
the limits of one State, | do not know why you 
cannot improve the navigation of the Illinois river, 
| that is navigable for two hundred and thirteen 
| miles from the Mississippi, and for thirteen hun- 
dred miles below that point, through the Missis- 
| sippi, to the Gulf of Mexico. The Illinois river, 

from its connection with the Mississippi to the 

head of navigation, and its connection with the 
| Illinois and Michigan canal, is a better navigable 


|| stream than the upper Mississippi, or the Ohio. 
mistaken as to the facts, I have not voted for the || 


Boats of a larger class can run uponit. Its nav- 
| igation is interrupted a less portion of the year; 
| it has higher capacities of navigation than the 
| Ohio river. There are sand-bars in it, and shal- 
| low places which obstruct navigation in the dr 
| season, and at this particular time, perhaps, it is 
| obstructed more than is often the case in a series 
| of years. 
| But, my friend thinks it does not partake of 
| nationality. What will give nationality? I chal- 
| lenge, on the point of nationality, a comparison 
| of the Illinois river with any other point which 
- have had before you in any one of these bills. 
teamboat navigation begins at the Gulf of Mex- 
ico, and goes up by New Orleans to the mouth of 
the Ohio, by St. Louis to the mouth of the Illinois, 
up to La Salle, the head of the navigation of the 
Illinois. There you havea canal constructed by 
a grant of land made by this Government, con- 
necting it with Lake Michigan, and thence you 
go from Lake Michigan into the Gulf of New- 
foundland. This is one of the links of that chain. 
| It enables a vessel to enter the mouth of the St. 
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Lawrence and come out at the Gulf of Mexico, 
throuch several thousand miles of interior navi- 
gation. If there is any one river, or one body of 
navigable water, that has more nationalit —that 
is connected with more thousand miles of steam- 
boat and ship navigation than any other, it is the 
Ijlimois river. 


lakes to the western States, goes through the New 
York canal, thence by shipping to Chicago, then 


through the Illinois and Michigan canal, and | 


down the Illinois river to St. Louis. From there 
it goes up to Minnesota, lowa, and the upper 
Mississippi, or up the Missouri to Kansas and 
Nebraska, and to western lowa, and spreads all 
over the western country. This is the great line 
of communication between the lakes and the 
whole series of western States. It occupies the 
same position to that channel of trade, that the 
Hudson river does at the other end of the line. 
You may say the Hudson river is not national 
on your plan of improvements; yet, the whole 
current of goods that goes fromm New York, takes 
its passage up the Hudson, through the Erie canal 
into the lakes, crosses the lakes to Chicago, goes 
through the Illinois canal into the Llinois river, 


down the Illinois river until it gets to the Missis- | 


sippi,and then spreads all over the western States 
and ‘Territories. 


1 do not understand why this objection is made | 


to the improvement of the navigation of the 
I}linois river. In point of importance it stands 


a thousand fold above any appropriation made | 
to the State of Michigan for its Black rivers, and | 
St. Joseph rivers, and Grand rivers, and other | 
They are ef no importance to the great || 
line of commerce, except when a vessel happens | 


rivers. 


in a storm to be driven ashore, and is forced to 
take shelter in them. Nine tenths of the vessels 
passing never touch them. ‘Through the channel 
of Illinois river this whole line of trade has to 
pass, on its way to St. Louis, for distribution in 
every direction on the western waters. 
far as commercial importance is concerned, this 
stands preéminent in all the western country. 


1 am sorry to find my friend from Michigan, || 


the monfént he has got a few appropriations for 
afew petty streams in Michigan, making war 
upon every other appropriation that may be 
brought up for the States west of him. I treated 
his appropriations fairly. 
jealousies. 


Lam sorry my friend from Michigan should have 


made such attacks on improvements so peony 
will not | 


national as that of the Lilinois river. 
do him the injustice to suppose that he is gov- 


The vast of amount of goods that | 
is shipped from New York through the line of the || 
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| pretext to guard the real motive for the appro- 
| priation. [impeach no man’s intentions; but we 


| all know that if there was no other consideration 


| connected with these appropriations than that of | 


| the national defense, there would be no partic- 


|| ular desire for them on the part of the people of | 


the different localities. ‘They are appropriations 
for commerce, for the protection of navigation, 
| to facilitate navigation, and not for the national 
defense. 


I say, then, in conclusion, (for I am unwilling | 
|| to protract this debate, or occupy time,) that if 


this system of appropriations from the Federal 


Treasury, instead of leaving the improvements || 
| to the localities, is to prevail, you have no object | 
° = | 

| of greater importance to the general commerce of | 


the interior of the country than this appropria- 
tion for the Illinois river. With these remarks 
I submit the question to the vote of the Senate. 
Mr. STUART. The Senator from Illinois 
expresses his regret that I should have interposed 
any objection to this bill. I have no regret to 
offer on that subject; but I doregret that the hon- 
orable Senator, in stating his views on this matter, 
did not find himself able to do it without imput- 
ing improper motives to me. 


| macnitude of the commerce of the western coun- 
| try to that which I possess; and it may be true 
thathehas not. ‘Bhat [ shall leave to be determ- 
ined at the proper time, and by the proper tribu- 


\| nal, whenever it may arise. He says that no man 


Sir, so | 


1 was govegned by no | 
I stated my opinions on each case | 
fairly and frankly and dispassionately as it arose. | 


san look west of him; and yet I suppose the Sen- 
| ator would hardly be willing to apply hisargument 
to himself. He has for the last two or three days 
entertained the Senate, and very interestingly, 
upon subjects and commerce that lie west of him. 
He made a powerful argument yesterday against 
| the appropriaion at Dubuque, far westof Chicago, 
where he resides. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. But I lived for a great part 
| of my life on the banks of the Mississippi. 
Mr. STUART. I thought I knew something 
about Dubuque also; but the Senator expressed 
| my views so fully, that I was contented to vote 
with him without saying a word. I voted for the 


| bill improving the rapids in the Mississippi; I | 


| voted for the bill improving the Missouri, 
has nota bill of improvement come up which lies 
| west of my locality, to whieh the honorable 
Senator refers, that I have not voted for, except 
the appropriation at Dubuque, which he argued 
and voted against, and [ agreed with him. Thus 


|| far for his argument and the facts. 


erred by sectional prejudices; but it so happens | 


in this Confederacy that no man can see anything 
west of him. Whatever his locality may be, he 


the rising sun. 
ward; a man at Buffalo looks eastward; one at 
Detroit looks eastward; one at Chicago looks 
eastward; one at each point of the lakes looks 


Republic. My friend, standing at Kalamazoo, 
has not found out that there is anything west of 
him, and of course has a very small apprecia- 
tion of the resources of this country for that rea- 
son. If the Illinois river stood east instead of 


west of him, and his: produce or goods had to | 


pass through the Illinois river to get to a market, 
2€ would appreciate it as he does the St. Clair 
flats; as he does the harbors upon the lakes; as he 
does the Hudson and all the other different links 
in that great chain of national internal navigation 
extending from east to west. I do not see the 
force of the objection that this work is not essen- 
tial to the commerce of the country. Sir, there 
is no link in this chain of navigation more essen- 
tial to the commerce of the country. 

It is objected, however, that it is not essential 


those improvements is essential to the national 
defense? What one of those improvements is 
prompted by a desire to protect the country 
against foreign invasion? Every one of them 
rests upon commerce, and commerce alone, and 
no one of them upon military defense. Wherever 
the argument of military defense is used, it is a 





| 


| 


Now, he says he does not understand the dif- 


ference between the Illinois river and the Missis- | 


sippi. ‘The Illinois river is under the exclusive 


jurisdiction of the State of Illinois; and, so far || 


| from requiring any consent on the part of Con- 


| gress to levy tonnage duties, Illinois possesses || 
thinks he must stand and look eastward towards || 
A man at New York looks_east- | 


the power. {t has been so held in the courts in 


our States. The question has been decided in the || 
| State of Michigan over and over again, in respect || 


to the effect of the ordinance of 1787 upon rivers 


t | lying wholly within our State, and the court held || 
eastward, and never sees what is behind him. || 


The consequence is, that the man furthest west || 
has a better knowlege of the topographical and || 
locality of the intesnal resources of this great | 


that the restriction was ended when tlie State 


was admitted into the Union. ‘Take the case of 
‘the Hudson river. 


up; but ithas been decided by the highest judicial 


aright. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. It is the reverse. 


can correct me, if I am wrong. 





| monopol 

Robert Fulton, for the use of steamboats for the 
| term of fifty years, on the waters within the State 
| of New York. Robert Fulton attempted to enforce 
| that monopoly on the vessels of the Hudson river, 
| and he was sustained by the courts of the State 


| of New York. An appeal was taken by Gibbon, 


u ' | who resided in the State of New Jersey, to the 
to the national defense. Be itso. What one of || Supreme Court of the United States; and, upon | 


| that case—the leading and first case, Gibbon vs. 
| Ogden—it was decided that the waters of the 


| Hudson river were under the jurisdiction of | 


| Congress, and the monopoly was void. Robert 


_Fulton’s monopoly has not expired, and is |) 


| enforced for the use of steamboats on Chautauque 
lake, Cayuga lake, Seneca lake, Lake George, and 


The Senator from || 
Illinois may have very superior knowledge of the || 


‘here || 


assumed its form and authority as a State, and |) 
That bill has not yet come | 
tribunal, that the Hudson river is not under the | 
| coytrol of the State of New York, if I recollect | 
Mr. STUART. The Senator from New York | 
Mr. SEWARD. Let me state, for the inform- ! 


ation of the honorable Senator, that there was a | 
given by the State of New York to | 


|| Onondaga lake; but isnot applied toan re 
|| river in the State of New York. | Y MAVIgable 
__ Mr. DOUGLAS. I desire to understang y 
Senator from New York. The Supreme ¢, = 
| of the United States reversed the decision or... 

Supreme Court of the State of New York. gp ma 
|| as the Hudson river was concerned Spine 
|| the only ease before them. 

Mr. SEWARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then the decision of y 
Supreme Court of the United States js Staines 
|| the proposition stated by the Senator from Mic), 
| igan. 

Mr. STUART. I do not understand j 5, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 do. The State o¢ New 
| York chartered a company, and gave them tho 
| exclusive privilege of the Hudson river—_ 

Mr. SEWARD. All the waters in the Sta; 
| of New York. oa 
| Mr. DOUGLAS. The case arose on the Hyg. 

son river? 

Mr. SEWARD. Yes, sir. 
| Mr. DOUGLAS. The supreme court of Now 
| York sustained the monopoly as to the Hudsoy 
_ river, but the Supreme Court of the United States 
| on an appeal, reversed the decision, and threy, 
the Hudson river open to the commerce of the 
world. 

Mr. SEWARD. Practically, the Senator js 
right; but instead of the supreme court, the ques- 
| tion was in chancery, before Chancellor Kent oy 

an injunction, and I believe from that went to th» 
| court of errors, the court of dernier resort froy, 
| the court of chancery, and came up, not throug) 

the supreme court of New York, but the cour; 
| of errors. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. The point I make is, tha: 
whilst the courts of the State of New York sus. 
| tained the monopoly, the Supreme Court of the 
|| United States reversed their decision to the ex- 
| tent that it ever came before them. Hence the 

decision of the supreme court of New York is in 
| favor of the Senator from Michigan, but the de- 
| cision of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
| reversing the State decision, is against him. 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President, | once heard 

a very interesting anecdote of an incident that 
| occurred in acourt of justice. Just at the close 

of a session, it was found thata case standing on 
| default had been omitted, and the jury were 
| gone, and there was no means of assessing tly 
| damages. It was suggested by the counsel that 
| they make up a jury of the members of the bar 
| toassess the damages. They impanneled a jury, 
, and after a six hours’ session, they were unable 

to agree, and were discharged. Now, to under- 
| take a legal discussion here in the Senate of the 
United States, with the Senator from Illinois, 
|| might result as unfortunately as that. 1 spoke 
from recollection; I do not know that I have 
| looked at that case in fifteen years; but if I recoi- 
lect aright, the Supreme Court of the Uniced 
States reversed the decision in New York, upon 
|| the ground that the Constitution conferred upon 
the United States thé power to regulate com- 
| merce; that that power covered the Hudson river; 
that it was then under the jurisdiction of the 
| Government of the United States for the purpose 

of commerce, and not of the State of New York; 
| and reversed the judgment below for that reason. 

The State of Gineis, d say, has jurisdiction 
and control over the Illinois river. It can im- 

| prove that river, and collect tolls to any extent 
| the Legislature of Illinois see fit. Can it do that 
on the Mississippi? Not at all. Can it do that 
on the Ohio river? Not atall. It has been de- 
cided that the Congress of the United States 
alone possessed the power of regulating com- 
merce on those waters, and we have exercis 
it. 1 see, therefore, a distinction, and a very 
| great distinction. 

I was not especially pleased with the manner 
in which the Senator from Illinois saw fit to refer 

| to the appropriations which had been made tor 
harbors lying within the State of Michiga». 
There is not a single one of them that 1s ho! 

necessary for purposes of the naval defense 0! 

the country, if there shall ever be a war be- 
| tween the United States and England. There 's 
not one of them that is not necessary to protec! 
|| the vessels which the United States own on those 
| lakes now. There is another fact which I wish 

to state. When the Senator made an argument 
i against one of those harbors, I did not object ' 


» and that was 
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ye motives Which might have governed him; I 


| pot say a word. | He stated the case, and he || 
vas mistaken on @ single fact connected with it; 
hi | did not dispute with him. 

-eenect to his motives. 
“| think that the Senator from Illinois, when | 
:. eames to review what he has said, will see | 

he has used language in regard to my argu- | 

nig and position on this subject, which is a 

» too strong—Which savors a little too much 
a personal impeachment. I think the Senator 
i »ows me, and knows my views, well enough to 
ielieve that, to the extent to which my knowl- 
ojee goes, | am at least as liberal in my views | 
, constitutional power and governmental pro- | 
oriety in respect to these appropriations, as the | 
jonorable Senator himself. We disagree in 
res ect to the Illinois river on the question of | 
nower. ‘That is all there is of it. There is || 
Grand river, in the State in which I live, that is 
npavizable and navigated for seventy-five miles. | 
There is the very river on which I live, navi- | 
cable and navigated, until the construction of the 
\{ichigan Central railroad, for seventy-five miles. || 
| have never yet seen the day when | would vote 
q dollarout of the national Treasury to improve 
either one or the other; for the reason that I do 
not believe that Congress possesses the power. 

The Senator may differ with me, but certainly | 
he wil] not question the motives that induce me | 
to entertain this opinion. I was as brief as I || 
could be in expressing simply the reasons why I | 
could not vote for this bill, without the slightest | 
ja of provoking debate; and 1 am now going to || 
cut shut more than three fourths of what I should 
ike to say in answer to the Senator from Illinois | 
—argumentatively, because I would not say a 
word against his motives. I entertain no feel- 
ings Which would prompt any such thing. Three | 
fuurths of what I would deem necessary to | 
answer his argument, I will leave unsaid, rather 
than defer the action of the Senate on these | 
v 


tt 


1 said nothing || 





lS. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I expressly | 
exempted the motives of the Senator from Mich.- | 
gan by saying that his residence was such that | 
his attention was directed east and not west, and 
hence he did not fully appreciate and comprehend 
the importance of the Illinois river as well as he 
would if he lived on the Mississippi, or some 
point further west. This much it is necessary 
for me to say in reply to the supposition of the 
Senator that I impeached his motives. 

Now, sir, in regard to the jurisdiction over the | 
Illinois river. It has been held by the Supreme | 
Court of the United States that the admiralty | 
jurisdiction of the United States was not confined | 
to the ebbing and flowing of the tides, nor limited 
to salt water, but reached wherever navigation 
extended. Therefore, so far as judicial authority 
can be brought to bear upon this question, the 
fact ofa river being in one State, or many States, 
does not affect the constitutional power; nor can | 
reason be brought to your aid to make a distinc- | 
tion between a river which is on the boundary 
ine or in the center of a State. Then judicial 
authority is against the Senator from Michigan; 
and the reason of the case is against him. As to 
the importance of the Illinois river as a channel 
ofcommunication of commerce and navigation, 
there can be no question. 

Sull the Senator says the State of [llinois has 
exclusive jurisdiction over the Illinois river. My 
answer is, that the Supreme Court of the United | 
States have decided the reverse; and the people of | 
lilinois are a law-abiding people, that yield to the 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States—the highest tribunal of the world. It 
is how ten years since I brought’a proposition | 
into the House of Representatives, asking the 
permission of Congress to levy tonnage duties on 
the Illinois river to improve its navigation. Con- | 
gress refused to give us that permission. We 
cannot induce men to invest their capital in the | 
improvement of that river without the consent of 
Congress. The decision of the Supreme Court 
stares us in the face and denies our exclusive | 

Jurisdiction. We asked you, first, to give us per- | 
mission to improve it ourselves, and you refused. 
| 
| 
! 





¢ now ask you to make appropriations to im- 
prove it yourselves, and objection is made. 

I prefer that you should give us your permis- || 
sion and consent to make our own improvements, | 





rather than have the pitiful sum of $20,000 which | defeated, and has always been of late years, by ! 
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| go through the Illinois river. 
finitely more important, in a national point of | 


that justice and fairness require that you shall 


| either improve the navigation of that river, or 


give your assent that we may do it, and collect 
such reasonable tolls as are necessary to pay the 
expenses of the work. That is our position. 
When we asked your permission you refused it. 
It has been voted down by immense majorities. 
The reason we have not improved it, is because 
you would not permit us to do so. 
decided against our rightto do so. Now you will 
neither give your consent to our doing it ourselves, 


| nor make appropriations to do it yourselves. 


Mr. PUGH. In what case have the courts de- 
cided that the State of Illinois has no authority ? 
Mr. DOUGLAS. The courts have decided 


that the maritime jurisdiction is not confined to 


RESSIONAL GLOBE, | 


it is proposed now to appropriate; but I insist | 


Your courts 


theebbingand flowing of the tide, but goes where- | 


ever the water is navigable. Such I understand 
to be the decision. 

Mr. PUGH. No, sir. 
taken. He cannot find any decision that will 
carry the admiralty jurisdiction over the Llinois 


| river. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. | I think I can find decisiong 
where the Supreme Court say the jurisdict#@h 
goes to the extent of the navigability of the water. 


| Of course, the Illinois river was not mentioned, 


because the Illinois river was not in controversy 
in that case; but the point is, whether the admi- 


ralty jurisdiction is confined to tide-water, or | 


whether it goes to the extent of the navigability 
of the water? I understand that to be the decision 
of the Supreme Ceurt. Some ten years ago, in 
obedience to that doctrine, | presented a bill to 
the other House, and it became the law of the 
land, to extend the admiralty jurisdiction of the 
courts of the United States to the ndrthern lakes, 


The Senator is mis- | 


upon the ground that the admiralty jurisdiction, | 


| under the Constitution, could exist there as well 


as upon the ocean, and in salt water, they being 
navigable in a state of nature. 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorable Senator 
excuse me for making a suggestion? [Mr. Dove- 
Las. Certainly.J}—and that is, that I have an 
unfortunate responsibility about these bills, and 
I am quite sure I can promise him that his bill 


| will pass if he will let the vote be taken. 1 do 
| not know whether an argument can aid its pas- | 


sage. 


Senator from New York. I do not intend to 


| occupy time on this question; but I feel it to be 
my duty to answer the objections that are urged | 


when it is attempted to exempt this great central 
channel of commerce through my State, from the 
general principal of nationality, and at the same 


time to legalize other small rivers which have no | 


connection with the greatcommerce of the country 
except at one end, and do not form links in the 
great chain of communication. 

The Illinois river is essentially a part of the 
Mississippi, so far as the navigation extends. It 
is the direct line of communication with the lakes. 
If you send a ship from the Gulf of Mexico to 
the lakes, or from the lakes to the gulf, it must 
That river is in- 


view, than the Mississippi, above the mouth of 


| the Illinois, or the Missouri river, for the reason 


that it connects with the great lakes, and through 
the lakes with the St. Lawrence. I do not de- 
preciate the others, but I state this fact. 


on this point. 

The 
amendment. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I do not wish to take any 
part in this discussion, although I concur gen- 
erally in the remark of the Senator from Illinois, 
that this river stands on as good ground as any 
other, and, in fact, on better ground than many. 
It has, according to that which they call nation- 
ality, fully as much nationality. The rule seems 
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| the friends of internal improvements, who did 
not want to break the combination. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I admit that. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I simply wished to put that 
matter correctly before the country. I think the 
right to levy tonnage duties ourcht to be given, 
and I have voted to give it for the Illinois river; 
but it has been-defeated, because the friends of 
internal improvements have voted against giving 
it. They did so, because they did not want to 
break their combination, and thereby become 
weaker in their efforts to get into the Treasury. 
So far as this river is concerned, I should vote to 
yut itin a general bill, or vote not to strike it out. 
| think it stands on as good, if not better ground 
than nine tenths of the improvements made. 

Mr. WELLER. I shall be compelled to vote 
against this bill. It is an old acquaintance of 
mine. I recollect very well its being in the 
House of Representatives when | was a member 
in 1842 or 1843, and the Senator from Illinois 
was then a member of the House, and he and I 
had some very sharp words in regard to this bill. 
The question was, whether it came within the 
principle laid down in the veto message of Gen- 
eral Jackson. I claimed that it was anti-Demo- 
cratic to support any measure of that sort. | was 
then an older member than the Senator from 
Illinois. He took exception to my remarks, sup- 
yosing that I intended to read him out of the 
Deenseatie party. The whole question was 
which was the best Democrat. I stand now pre- 
cisely where I stood then, and I find my friend 
from Illinois has not shifted his position. 1am 
sorry that I have been compelled to allude to a 
transaction so long ago, because he is an unmar- 
ried gentleman and the ladies may draw the 
inference that he is an old man. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I regret that my friend from 


|| California should have remembered the old 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I am much obliged to the | 


I will | 
not be provoked, I think, into further discussion | 


ill was reported to the Senate without 


| grudge; I had forgotten it long it ago. I regret 
furthermore that, simply because he was wrong 
then, he should deem it a matter of consistency 
| to persevere in his errors. I have only, therefore, 
with these two remarks, to dismiss the subject, 
| with the simple additional one that J hope here- 
after, when lie finds by experience that he is in 
error, he will give it up instead of persevering in 
it. [Laughter.] 
|| Mr. TRUMBULL. 


I have but a word to say. 
| At page 295, of the second part of the message and 
| documents communicated at the present session 
| of Congress, the annual estimate for the ensuing 
fiscal year is to be found; and for the improvement 
| of Illinois river, the sam of $20,000 is recom- 
|| mended. The detailed report in reference to that 
river is to be found on a subsequent page of this 
book. 
lam utterly astonished that anybody who votes 
for the Upper Mississippi should conceive that 
the Illinois river is nota natignal river. The IIli- 
nois river is part of the Mississippi, justas much 
as that portion of the Mississipp! above the mouth 
| of the Illinois is a part of it. Suppose the main 
stream were called the IlJinois instead of the Mis- 
|| sissippi river; the Senator from Michigan would 
| have no difficulty in voting for this appropriation, 
because he has already voted for the improve- 
|| ment of the Des Moines rapids. How came he 
| togive that vote? The river is not called the Mis- 
|| sissippi river because that is the longest stream. 
|| We all know that from the Gulf of Mexico to 
the source of the Missouri river, is a much greater 
distance than from the gulf to the source of 
what is called the Mississippi river. If we were 
only to call the main trunk the Illinois river, there 
would be no difficulty in voting for this oPrey 
priation, because Senators have already voted for 
, the appropriation at the Des Moines rapids in the 
|| Upper Mississippi. Now, sir, there is ten times 
] the commerce passing through the Illinois river 
|| that ever passes over the Des Moines rapids. 
|| Mr. STUART. 1 will ask the Senator a ques- 
| tion. What State has exclusive jurisdiction over 


A 


to be that that which is for the use and benefit of || the Des Moines rapids? 


the greatest number of people must be national. 
I think that is an entire mistake about nationality; 
but, as that seems to be the rule and basis of it, 
this is national in that view. 
and others right on one point. The Senator says 
he applied for the right to levy tonnage duties on 
this river, and he could not get it. I recollect on 
one occasion, when it was moved, that it was 


I rose to put myself || 


1 United States as the Mississippi river. 


|| Mr. TRUMBULL. NoState. And no State 
1 has exclusive jurisdiction over the [Illinois river, 
| allow me to say to the Senator. ' 
Mr. STUART. That is a matter of opinion. 
|| Mr. TRUMBULL. The Illinois river 1s as 
|| much under the control of the Government of the 
By nu- 
merous acts of Congress, by numerous provisions 
when States have been admitted into the Union, 
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it has been declared, time and again, that the 
waters of this river should remain forever free 
and open to the citizens of all the country. The 
ordinance of 1787 provided it; numerous acts of 
Congress since have had the same provision; and 
the idea that the Hlinois river may be dammed 
up by the State of Llinois, is a total misconcep- 


tion of what the law is, as I understand it. I] 
should like to see the authority on which the gen- | 
tleman from Michigan relies to say that the: State | 


of Illinois a contro! the Illinois river. Have 


you not votec 


from Michigan vote for that appropriation? The 
llinois river carries upon its waters many times 


° ° we . | 
as much commerce as the Missouri. The Mis- 


souri river is entirely within the State of Mis- 


souri for hundreds of miles. The Senator finds || 


no difficulty in voting for an appropriation there; 


and the State of Missouri has the same control || 
over that river that the State of Illinois has over |! 


the Illinois; but neither has the exclusive con- 
trol. ‘Fhere is upon the Iilinois river, some dis- 
tance from its mouth, at Peoria, a port for the 
collection of duties, and we have a surveyor 
there. 

I will not prolong this discussion. My col- 
league has gone over the whole ground,and shown 
most conclusively, that, if there is a national 
thoroughfare in the country, the Illinois river is 
one. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. PUGH. Iceall for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. CLAY. There was a report of the local | 
pat : 
agent for this river, together with some remarks | 


in review of that report by the superintending 
engineer, Colonel Long, which I should like to 
submit to the Senate. It is marked in the book, 
and I wish to haveit read. I direct the attention 
of the Senate to these facts, that the estimate of 
this local agent does not meet with the approval 
of Colonel Long, chief engineer of western river 
improvements, and that his statement of the 
commerce of the river far exceeds what is shown 
by Colonel Long. 
The Secretary read, as follows: 


JACKSONVILLE, ILLINOIS, August 20, 1855. 

Sin: In conformity to your instructions, dated on the 
third August, instant, I respectfully submit the following 
statement: 

1. The engineer’s report for the improvement of the IIli- 
nois river proposes the opening of a channel! two hundred 
feet wide, and three feet deep, at the lowest stage of the 
water. 

in order to the complete execution of this plan, there 
remains yet about one hundred and fifty thousand cubic 
yards of clay and sand to be removed; this work, judging 
from experience in regardto the portion already done, would 
cost fifty cents per yard, or the sum of $75,000. 

in addition to this sum, $15,000 will probably be required 
for dredges, scows, tackle, and contingencies, making in 
all the sum of $90,000. 

2. The expense of keeping the dredge George W. Jones, 
and the new dredge Jefferson Davis, in commission from 
July 1, 1855, to July 1, 1856, and for compensation of 
agent, civil engineer, officers and crews of boats, fuel, sub- 
sistence, repairs, and contingencies, will probably amount 
to the sum of $15,000; or, should Congress make the 
requisite appropriation, double the amount of dredging 
could be effected for the sum of $30,000, within the annual 
season of active service, comprising eight months. 

3. The “ Iinois river improvement,” of which I am the 

ent, is embraced in the United States collection district 

Louisiana. 

Alton is the nearest port of entry; but, although I have 
requested it, | have not yet been advised of the amount of 
revenue collected at that port during the last fiscal year; 
when so advised, | will hasten to report it. 

The main United States revenue connected with the 
river trade, is through the ports of entry of Chicago and 
St. Louis. The annual amount of commerce to be bene- 
fited by the improvement of the Illinois river, according to 
the best information | have been able to obtain, may be 
stated at $42,345,000. 

This sum, I have no doubt, will fall short of the true 
amount. : G. A. DUNLAP, 

United States Agent Improvement Illinois River. 
Lieutenant Coionel S. H. Lone, 
Superintendent Western River Improvements. 


The foregoing report is not only defective in the several 
respects therein noticed, but by reason of its containing no 
showing of the expenditures incurred during the last fiscal 
year, and of the unexpended balance of the appropriation 
remaining for the disbursement at the end of that year. 
From the records of this office, it nevertheless appears that 
the balance in question is $9,449 77, while the same records 
are deficient in the details from which the expenditures for 
the same year can be inferred. 8. H. LONG, 

Superintendent Western River Improvements, 


an appropriation for the Missouri | 
river? and did not that gentleman vote for it? Has | 
the State of Missouri exclusive control over the | 
Missouri river? If it has, how did the Senator | 





a a = = 
| P.S. Agreeably to a statement kindly furnished by John 
| 
' 
| the total value of imports for the year is $54.666, and the 


| 

| amount of duties collected thereon is $16,398 90. 

Ss. H. LONG. 

|| Mr. CLAY. I called for the reading with the 

|| twofold purpose of showing, first, that the plan 
meet the approval of Colonel Long; and, second, 
that this extravagant estimate of his, of the trade 
of the river, was unsustained by the facts as de- 
veloped by Colonel Long. I simply want to call 
the attention of the Senate and the country to the 
exceedingly unreliable character of the informa- 
tion which we have, in respect to the improve- 
ment now contemplated. 


The question being taken on the passage of the || 


bill, by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 23, nays 
|| 15; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell of New Ilampshire, 
| Clayton, Collamer, Dodge, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, Johnson, Sebas- 
tain, Seward, Phomson of New Jersey, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilson, and Wright—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Brodhead, Brown, Clay, Fitzpat- 
rick, Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Slidell, 
| Stuart, Toombs, and Weller—15. 


| 
So the bill was passed. 
| RED RIVER RAFT. 


| The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee of 
|| the Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 70) for 
} the improvement of Red river, at the raft, which, 
||as introduced by Mr. Sesastian, proposed to 
| appropriate dollars to continue and complete 
|| the improvement at and around the raft of Red 
| river, according to such a plan as may be pre- 
| scribed by and under the supervision of the Sec- 
retary of War. 

The Committee on Commerce reported it with 
an amendment to fill the blank with $100,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
|| ‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
| and the amendment made as in Committee of the 

Whole was concurred in. The bill was ordered 
to be engrossed for athird reading, and was read 
| the third time. On its passage, 
|| Mr. CLAY called for the yeas and nays, and 
| they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
{| yeas 27, nays 9; as follows: 
|| YWEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
| Tennessee, Clayton, Collamer, Dodge, Douglas, Durkee, 
| Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, Johnson, 
| Jones of Lowa, Pratt, Sebastian, Seward, Slidell, Stuart, 
| Thompson of Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, Trum- 
| bull, Wade, Wilson, and Wright—27. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Brodhead, Brown, Clay, Eitzpat- 
| rick, Hunter, Mallory, Reid, and Toombs—9, 


So the bill was passed. 
IMPROVEMENT OF TAUNTON RIVER. 


The bill (S. No. ae the improvement of 
Taunton river, below Taunton, in the State of 
Massachusetts, was next considered by the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
| to make an appropriation of $20,000. 
| Mr. WELLER. I should like to hear from 
| the Senator from Massachusetts the character 
| of this improvement, what the obstructions are, 
| and how it is proposed to remove them; and also 
| the amount expended, and whether it is within 
| the jurisdiction of the State? c 
| Mr. SEWARD. I can refer’ the honorable 
| Senator to a report of the topographical engi- 
| neers in Executive Document No. 30, of the year 
| 1854. The estimate is $20,000, and that is the 
| sum named in the bill for the completion of the 
| work. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
| amendment. 
| Mr. CLAY. I should like to inquire how far 
this river is navigable? I suppose the Senator 
from Massachusetts can give me the information? 
| Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, in response to 
| 





| 
j 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
| 


the question submitted by the Senator from Ala- 
bama, I have to say that the distance from Fall 
| river to Taunton is from fifteen to twenty miles. 
Coasting vessels loaded with coal, flour, and other 
products of the country, now go up the Taunton 
river to the flourishing town of Taunton. At 
Dighton, about four miles below Taunton, these 
vessels, excepting those of about fifty tons burden, 
have to unload portions of their cargoes. It is 
believed that this appropriation of $20,000 will 
remove the obstructions at and above the town 
| of Dighton, so that vessels engaged in the coast- 
ing trade will go upto Taunton without difficulty. 
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|| That portion of Massachusetts is laroe 
Fitch, Esquire, surveyor and collector of the port of Alton, | ‘ - 


and estimate of this local superintendent did not | 
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gely engaged 
puons, and the 
reat Importance to 
his river hag been 


| in manufactures of various descri 
navigation of this river is of 
that section of my State. Ti 
surveyed by the order of the Government, a, 
| the cost of the improvements is estimated . 
| $20,000. This report was made in Deceies 
| 1853, by George Dutton, captain of the cor Set 
| engineers, to General Totten, chief enginee, of 
hope this bill will receive the sanction of the g» 
| ate; that it will become the law of the land. ina 
| that this appropriation will accomplish wha: “ 
| people of that section of Massachusetts go such 
desire to have accomplished. 

Mr. CLAY. I have before me Lippinoot: 
Gazetteer of the World, which I have examined 
| with a view of ascertaining the nationality of this 

work. I find that he says the Taunton river ig 
navigable to Taunton, about seventeen miles from 
, its mouth. I find that it is wholly within th. 

State of Massachusetts, and that it is valyahia 
| chiefly for its water power. I submit to the 
| Senate that this is certainly very deserving th, 
consideration of the country as a national work. 
It is seventeen miles in extent, and navigable al 
| the way up to Taunton. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time. On its pas. 
sage, 
| Mr. BIGGS called for the yeas and nays; and 

they were ordered. 

Mr. CLAY. The appropriation is a very 
| moderate allowance—only $1,200 a mile for the 
| extent of its navigation ! 

‘The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 16, nays 19; as fqllows: 
| YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Colla- 

mer, Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Har- 
lan, Jones of lowa, Sebastian, Seward, Wade, Wilson, 
and Wright—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Brodhead, Brown, Clay, Douglas, 
| Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Mallory, 
| Pearce, Pugh, Reid, Slidell, Thompson of Kentucky, 

Toombs, Trumbull, and Yulee—19. 


So the bill was rejected. 


ATCHAFALAYA BAY. 


| The bill (S. No. 248) providing for the survey 
_of Atchafalaya bay and approaches, was read the 
| second time, and considered as in Committee 
| of the Whole. The appropriation proposed is 
| $7,000. 
, Mr. CLAY. I should like to learn something 
about the importance of this survey. If we pass 
this bill we shall have an estimate at the next 
session of Congress, or at the succeeding Con- 
ress, for this work, and then some Senator will, 
in support of his bill, gravely allege that it is 
| recommended by the Department, when, if we 
| trace the facts, we find that we called for the very 
information on which the bill of appropriation is 
| predicated. Every appropriation of this kind for 
| the survey of works is but initiating a scheme 
| of internal improvement, and I think it is proper 
' to stop them in the beginning. I wish to arrest 
| the beginning of the evil by opposing the passage 
of this bill. 

Mr SLIDELL. I think the documents on file 
| will snow the propriety of this survey. I will 
| state very briefly to the Senate the character of 
| the improvement that is contemplatedo be made. 

It is to remove obstructions at the mouth of 
the Atchafalaya river. The Atchafalaya was 

formerly the regular outlet from the Red river to 
| the sea; but the Mississippi occasionally en- 
croaching on one bank and then on the other, the 
two streams having been nearly parallel, made 
inroads upon the Red river, the greater portion 
| of the waters of which now find their way to the 
sea through the Mississippi. The distance 0! 
| the Atchafalaya, from the Red river to the mouth, 
is, | think, about three hundred miles. It is con- 
| sidered as a very important means of communi- 
| cation with Texas,and necessary for the con- 
| veyance of mails in that direction. It is thought 
that a very small appropriation will be sufficient 
to deepen the waters of Atchafalaya bay suflicient 
| to give an entrance to steamers carrying the mail 
| between Texas and Louisiana. 
| I was particularly scrupulous on this subject- 
| I did not wish to take the initiative in this !m- 
provemas without a preliminary survey. If | 
ad pursued the course of some other Senators 
on this floor, I should have probably called 0” 
the engineers of the War Department to give 42 
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oubt they would have done, as in repeated 


no d 
other instances. 


seove the practicability of this work to the extent 


We merely ask for a survey to 


ff its cost. 
oon letter from the Department of War recog- 
sing the extreme importance of this improve- 
ment. If, however, it cannot be attained within 
-oasonable limits, I certainly shall not press it 
he reafter. | think it is the only instance in which 
, survey alone is asked. I trust [ shall not be 
ynished for my modesty; because, if I had 
asked for an appropriation of $40,000 or $50,000 
for the improvement, | should no doubt have 
had it. 
-— r, SEWARD. I can inform the honorable 
Senator it is not the only survey. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
emendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FALLS OF RED RIVER. 


The bill (S. No. 249) providing for the survey 
of the falls of Red River at or near Alexandria, 


was read the second time, and considered as in | 
It proposes to make | 


‘he originalebill suprenrisio’ $140,000 for the | 


Committee of the Whole. 
an appropriation of $5,000. 

it was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 


CAPE FEAR RIVER. 


The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 227) making 
further appropriations for the improvement of the 
Cae Fear river, North Carolina. 
year ending 30th of June, 1857, to be expended 
under the superintendence of the Secretary of 


War, for the continuation of the improvement of | 


the Cape Fear river, North Carolina, at or near its 
communication with the ocean. 


7 | 

{ think there will be found on the 
| 

| 

| 


The committee | 


propose to strike out ‘* $140,000” and to insert | 


* ¢200,000.”” 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to hear 
me explanation from some quarter about this 


bill. It appropriates a large sum of money. 


Mr. REID. The bill as originally introduced 
appropriated the sum of $140,000, the same 
amount of appropriation that was made in the bill 
of last year. It was drawn up by the Repre- 
sentative from the Wilmington district in the 
other branch of the Capitol, and he handed it to 
me before he received the estimate. The bill was 
referred to the Committee of Commerce; and on 
communicating with the War Department in 
relation to the amount necessary to be expended, 
they reported it back with this amendment, pro- 
posing to appropriate $200,000. The Clerk will 
find on file a communication from the Secretary 
of War in relation to the subject, which I hope 
he will read. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The history of this improve- 
ment is somewhat curious, and I can very briefly 
siate it. The Government went on to expend a 
large amount of money under estimates, as they 
are termed here, of the topographical engineers. 
I think the amount reached a quarter of a million. 
About two years ago the predecessor of my friend 
from North Carolina nearest me, [Mr. Bices,] 
Mr. Badger, represented to the Senate that the 
Government had ruined Cape Fear river; that 
it was utterly destroyed by bad engineering and 
bad improvement; and he introduced a bill to 
appropriate $150,000 to undo the bad work. The 
bill was passed, and the President signed it as an 
exceptional case. 1 think Mr. Badger got the 
$150,000 as an exceptional case, on the ground 
that, as the Government had done so much bad 
work, it ought certainly to take away the work 
which, at a cost of a quarter of a aie of dol- 
lars, we had put there. I suppose that has been 
taken away; and now we have some more engi- 
heers to take a new start, and commence with 
$200,000 to do over again our bad work. I have 
no doubt that it is the case with every one of 
them. I deem it my duty, this fact being within 
my own legislative experience, to bring it to the 
hotice of the Senate. I suppose it is true as to 
many of the works upon the lakes; but my mem- 
ory as to each point is not so distinct as to enable 
me to give the facts. Now andthenagentleman, 
like the Senator from Illinois, sae. Deewnan J 
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estimate without - particular data, as I have | 
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spent was all thrown away for particular points, further appropriation for the improvement of the Cape Fear 


which were thus recalled to my recollection. 
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This 1s certainly the case here, as stands con- | 


fessed upon our legislative records. I suppose 
the estimate for $200,000 here is as good as those 
on which you are acting every day, by which 
you are voting three or four millions of dollars 
out of the Treasury. I have no doubt, and I 
believe that hereafteg the bad legislation of the 
last fortnight will cost hundreds of thousands of 
dollars for undoing the bad work of Mr. Bowes, 
or somebody else, or the engineers. Then we 
shall hear it is all a mistake; he was not a good 
engineer. ; 

Mr. BELL, of Ternessee. I must have some 
more information on the subject before I can vote 
for this ee enn . 

Mr. REID. 
communication from the War Department. Will 
the Senator let it be read ? 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Certainly. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, 
Wasnineton, April 12, 1856. 

Srr: In reply to your letter of the 9th instant, asking 

what amount of money can be properly expended on the 


I called for the reading of the | 


improvement of Cape Fear river, North Carolina, in the | 


ensuing year, I have the honor to transmit you a report of 
the chief engineer, stating that the officer in charge of the 
work has estimated for $200,000 as the amount which he 
considers desirable for the next fiseal year, which may be 
advantageously expended on the work. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JEFF'°N DAVIS, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. H. HaMLin, 
Chairman of the Committee on Commerce, Senate. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Read the report of the 
officer. 

The Secretary read: 

ENGINEER’s DEPARTMENT, 
WasHINGTON, April 11, 1856. 

Str :_I hav¢ the honor to state, in reply to the letter of 
the Hon. H. HaMuin, referred to this office for report, that 
the officer in charge of the improvement of the Cape Fear 
river has estimated for $200,000 as the amount which it is 
desirable should be appropriated for the fiscal year ending 
on the 30th June, 1857. 

This sum may no doubt be advantageously expended on 


this work during the ensuing year. 
} 


The letter of Mr. HaMLIn is returned herewith. 


I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 


servant, JOS. G. TOTTEN, 
Brevet Brigadier General and Colonel Engineers. 
Hon. Jerrerson Davis, Secretary of War. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to ask the 
Senator from North Carolina what kind of an 
improvement this is? Is the money to be ex- 
pended in the same way as the appropriation of 
the last Congress? It was said then to be merely 
to restore the Cape Fear river to its original posi- 
tion as far as possible, and to remove obstructions 


| placed there by the General Government. Is that 


the case, or is it a new work of improvement? 
Will he please to explain, so that we can under- 

| Stand something about it ? 
Mr. REID. In the year 1853 this work was 
| reported upon, and estimates of the whole cost 
were made. It is alleged that the Federal Gov- 
| ernment, in causing jetties to be constructed for 


an abrasion, which enlarged New Inlet, and filled 
up the old channel, and this work is merely to 
stop what the Federal Government, by her ac- 


of the Government in improving the navigation 


purpose of protecting a fort for the public defense. 


the vote of every Senator here. If you consider 
| this improvement in a commercial point of view, 
| such gentlemen as feel satisfied to vote for works 
| of improvement upon the ground that they are 
| necessary for the regulation of commerce, must, 
| I think, find no difficulty in sustaining the bill. 
| If you put it on the ground of a harbor of refuge, 


| 


| it is clearly necessary for that purpose. It is, un- 


. . . . . i 
questionably, in = mind, a legitimate, constitu- || 
1€ 


| tonal work, upon the ground that this obstruction 
| has been caused by the action of the Federal 
| Government in doing what I have mentioned. 
| That such has been conceded to be the fact I 
| will refer to the message of the President of the 
_ United States, signing a former bill for this work. 
| He says: 





river, North Carolina. The occasion seems to render it 
proper for me to deviate from the ordinary course of an 
nouncing the approval of bills by an oral statement only; 
and for the purpose of preventing any misapprehension 
which might otherwise arise from the phraseology of this 
act, to communicate in wnting that my approval is given 
to tt on the ground that the obstructions which the pro 
posed appropriation is inteaded to remove, are the result of 
acts of the General Government.” 

The fact of the Federal Government having 
caused this obstruction to the river must be con- 
sidered as conclusively established, because the 
President of the United States, with his strict 
construcuon notions, after an investigation of the 
subject, is satisfied, and announces that this 
appropriation is for the purpose of removin 
obstructions which the Government has place 
there, or, rather, the consequence of the obstruc- 
tions. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will inquire of the Sen- 
ator whether the act passed at the last Congress 
did not assert that that was the purpose of the 
Pirepr en 

Mr. REID. That act did not. This billisa 
literal copy of that, word for word. My colleague 
informs me that I am right. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Where did the President 
get his information ? 

Mr. REID. He got his information from 
those who had been detailed, men of eminent 
ability, to ascertain the facts in regard to this 
matter. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will thank the Senator 
to point me to the source of that information. I 
should like to look at it for myself. 

Mr. REID. I could go on and cite the gentle- 
man to various authorities on this subject, but it 
would lead to the consumption of time. I think 
itis the opinion of Professor Bache, and many 
other eminent engineers. I do not know that 
could find the authorities at once, but I am sure 
of the fact. 

But, Mr. President, in addition to that, I desire 
to say to the honorable Senator from Maine, that 
there is another ground (that of defense) which 


|| I think places this appropriation in a still stronger 


point of view. The throwing out of jetties has 
opened an inlet whereby a foreign enemy ma 


for the new inlet is nine miles above the fort; so 
| that, if this work be neglected, and the new inlet 


|| be not stopped up, the consequence will be that 


| come up the rivér without passing Fort Caswell, 
| 
| 


| the purpose of protecting Fort Caswell, caused | 


tion, has done, and place the river in the condi- | 
tion in which it would have been but for the | 
action of the Federal Government—not the action | 


of the river, but in throwing out walls for the | 


I had hoped, Mr. President, that this bill at | 
| least was one of a character which would receive | 


would give his testimony that the money you || “TI have this day given my signature to the act making 


you must build a new fort. The old one will be- 
come useless, because an enemy could come up 


|| to the town of Wilmington without passing the 


fort. You are bound to have the necessary de- 
fenses for the country; and if you do not carry 
on this work which you have commenced, the 
consequence must be that you will build another 
fort, or adopt some other means for the protec- 
tion of the country. To do that will cost you 
| more than the appropriation which is necessary 
| for the construction of this work. 
| Mr.SEWARD. Will the Senator from North 
Carolina excuse me for interrupting him, so far 
as to give the Senate the references to the report 
| and documents which he desires on this subject, 
and which, I have no doubt, will be satisfactory 
|| tothe Senate? On the 30th of March, 1853, Pro- 
|| fessor Bache, Superintendent of the United States 
Coast Survey, Charles Henry Davis, lieutenant 
in the United States Navy, and superintendent of 
|| the Nautical Almanac, D. P. Woodbury, captain 
|| of engineers, and Isaac I. Stevens, now Goy- 
ernor of Washington Territory, made a report 
| to the War Department on the subject of the 
mouth of Cape Fear river, in obedience to the 
|| instructions given by the War Department, and 
| which were under the direction, I think, of a law 
of the United States. Their report shows, as will 
be found at page 418, part 2, of the message and 
| documents of 1853-54, that they examined the 
|| whole subject. They examined all the charts, 
| and they say: 
| & We find that a harbor which once afforded easy access 
to vessels drawing nineteen feet of water, will now admit 
only those with less than thirteen; and we cannot but re- 
gard this deterioration as a great national misfortune, and 
the restoration of the inlet to its original state as a work 
demanded by the general interest of commerce, both in 
peace and war. 
‘ Beaufort harbor, ninety miles east of the Cape Fear, te 
the only harbor of refuge for vessels drawing over thirteen 
| feet between the mouth of the Chesapeake and Charleston 
along a coast exposed to frequent and violent easterly 
winds and storms. An inspection of any general map of 
| the coast will show the importance to our shipping of a 


| 
| 


{ 
j 
| 
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rtof refuge, a place of repairs and supplies, at the-Cape 


‘ear, which may be regarded as the head or the most | 
retired part of the great bend, in which vessels frequently | 


encounter easterly or southeasterly storms, and where, 
annually, many are wrecked, and more still dismasted 
and otherwise crippled. The immense trade carned on be- 
tween points south of the Cape Fear, New Orleans, Mobile, 
Pensacola, Key West, Savannah, and Charleston, and the 
northern cities Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York, Bos- 
ton, &c.—and between the former cities and Europe, is 
maintained in vessels drawing about fifteen or eighteen feet 
of water, and the larger part of it passes along the coast of 
North Carolina, near the mouth of the Cape Fear. Can 


any one calculate the utility of this port as a port of refuge, | 
a place ofeacape from the elements and the enemy, a place | 
of supply and repairs when crippled—for vessels of that | 


class, in time of war? Other nations, at enormous expense, 


have made artificial harbors on coasts not badly supplied | 


with natural ones. Shall not we, at comparatively small 
expense, restore what nature once furnished? Are not the 
arguments which justify and require the erection of light 
houses applicable to this improvement? 


*“ But these are not the only considerations which rec- | 


ommend the restoration of this inlet.” 


After an argument upon another point, they 
say: 


‘© We may therefore have—what must be regarded as a 


national benefit at all times, and in time of war as of very 
great importance—a depot of coal upon the Cape Fear, in 
dependent of supply from the North, and beyond the reach 
ofanenemy. But this depot will, in a great measure, be 
lost to the country, unless the Cape Fear shall be improved 
80 as to admit our steamers of war.”’ 


At the conclusion of this very elaborate report 
and estimate, which contains all that had formerly 


taken place, are the details of the complex nature ; 


of the work. It sums up with an estimate of 
$458,000, unless certain small outlets shall be 
closed with stone, in which case the estimate will 
be 500,000. 


The Committee on Commerce having in view 


this as a great national work, such as the Presi- 
dent had described, snbmitted a bill appropriating 
the sum appropriated last year. After the bill 
came in, the estimates which have been now read 
were submitted to the committee, and on that 
basis they have reported an amendment. I am 
not tenacious myself about the amendment, and 


I will, therefore, if my colleagues willassent, with- | 
draw the amendment of the committee, and have | 


the question taken on the bill as it stands. 


Mr. REID. I trust the amendment will not be | 


withdrawn. 

Mr. SEWARD. Very 
jealousy among the friends of the bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 


The Chair cannot regard itas in the authority of 


a member to withdraw an amendment of a com- | 


mittee. 
Mr. SEWARD. 


subsequent action of the committee, or a part of 


the committee, increased the estimate, and yet the | 
Senate rejected other bills on the same ground; | 
and, therefore, 1 shall think it my duty now to 


stand by the original estimate. 
Mr. REID. 
in accordance with the estimate. 
Mr. SEWARD. 


mittee had before estimated for similar sums, and 


in the case of all the harbors for Wisconsin sub- | 
. . | 
sequent estimates were produced by the chairman | 


of the committee, on which the committee agreed 


to recommend larger sums in nearly all those | 


cases; and no Senator, and no member, more 


earnestly than the honorable Senator from North | 


Carolina, insisted against allowing all these addi- 


tional estimates; and under my advice the hon- 
orable Senator from Wisconsin withdrew them, | 


and now | desire to withdraw this amendment. 

Mr. REID. 
those. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
Senate on any of these bills. 
of them, I believe, without one exception; and I 
mean to vote for this. I have had no idea from 
the beginning but to vote for this if it stood on 


any fair basis, as I supposed it did. My only | 
object was to call the attention of the Senate to | 


the facts. I recollected the case of Cape Fear 
river, and how it got through in a separate bill 
two years ago, on a talk had here in the Senate, 
in reference to certain obstructions said to have 
been placed there or occasioned by the action of 
the Genera} Government. 

The President si that bill, and gave, as an 
excuse for signing it, the rumors he had heard on 
that subject. It was not stated in the bill, and 
he had no record proof of the fact stated as the 
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well; but it excites | 


It brings up a question pre- | 
eisely similar to that which occurred yesterday | 
in regard to the harbor of Chicago, where the | 


The bill, with the amendment, is | 


I know it is; but the com- | 


I think this case is different from | 


I have not troubled the | 


I have voted for all | 





reason. Now, this bill is brought here in this 
shape, I suppose with the same view. I desired 
simply to onpene the facts. 
or heard exhibited to the Senate any proof to 
show that these obstructions were placed in the 
river by the Government. It has been asserted 
over and over again, but it is a matter of suppo- 
sition at best. Being opposed to the humbug of 
placing this on any different ground from many 
other measures which are entitled to equal merit, 
I thought it best to call the attention of the Senate 
to it, in order that they might understand pre- 
cisely the position in which it is placed. I shall 
vote for the bill of course. There are a great 
many very good points about it. As the Senator 
from North Carolina says, there is abundant rea- 
son why the thing should be done. I can see no 
necessity for keeping up this humbug, except to 


I never have yet seen | 


|| port that goes to show that the 


save the consciences of certain. gentlemen who | 
want to vote for it, and cannot do it unless they 


have some excuse. 

Mr. REID. I will say to the Senator from 
Maine, if he will permit me, that I think he has 
gone out of the record when he says the Presi- 
dent signed the bill upon grounds that he had 
from mere rumor. That is a mistake. The Pres- 
ident gave to that question due consideration. 

Mr FESSENDEN, Let us have the proof 
exhibited here. 

Mr. REID. I say to the Senator that there is 
abundant proof. 
He 
says: 

“These jetties projecting at right angles, or nearly so, 
from the line of shore in front of Fort Caswell, must un- 
avoidably deflect the current to the opposite shore, and in 


that region of shifting sand, the dry or high land, formed, for 
the most part, by the wind and waves, the result of this di- 


version of the current towards the left or east bank of the | 


river, must be the abrasion of that shore, the debris from 
which, carried down to the bar but a short distance below, 
must be deposited there in large quantities by the slack 
water or eddies occurring where the current of the river 
meets the Atlantic ocean—the result being ashoaling of the 
bar, or the reducing the depth of the water for purposes of 
navigation.”? 

The letter is dated 26th July 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
have that, [ take it. 

Mr. REID. He hadauthorityequally good. It 
is a matter generally conceded everywhere by all 
scientific men. I do notthink it has ever been de- 
nied in a single instance, that the jetties put there 
by the General Government have obstructed the 
river, and helped to increase the bar and decrease 
the amount of water. 

Mr. STUART. Lentertain views very sim- 
ilar to those expressed by the Senator from Maine 
on this subject. When a similar bill was in- 
troduced by the then Senator from North Car- 
olina, (Mr. Badger,) some two years ago, what- 
ever may have been the effect on the Senate 
generally, I certainly was misled. At a sub- 
sequent day, when the bill was approved by the 
President of the United States on the grounds 
which have been read from his message, they 
were not satisfactory. There is no foundation 
for these reasons given, and I am prepared to 
show, in one minute, that they do not exist in 
fact. Here is the report made in 1853, March 
30, by the board, which was read by the honor- 
able Senator from New York, consisting of Pro- 
fessor A. D. Bache, Charles H. Davis, D. P. 
Woodbury, Isaac I. Stevens, all competent men. 
On their npert this whole thing is founded. Now, 
let me read two or three propositions which they 
state, and see if there is anything in this pretext. 
The report is a very long one; but they say: 

**'This table and the maps from which the soundings have 
been taken, do, in the opinion of the commission, atter full 


and careful consideration and discussion, authorize the fol- 
lowing conclusions: 

“1. The depth on the main bar of Cape Fear entrance 
has diminished, since the earliest records, at an irregular 
rate. In the last fifty yearsit has shoaled from fifteen feet to 
eight feet, so that at the beginning of this century there was 
two and a half feet more water on the bar, at ordinary low 
water, than there is now at ordinary high water. 

**2. 1n general, a decrease of depth on the main bar has 
been attended, as might be expected—the middle ground 
remaining the same, or rising —with an increase of depth in 
the western channel, and vice versa. The latter channel 
has, however, fluctuated rapidly and irregularly, while the 
decrease on the main bar has been constantly going on. 

«3, The deterioration of the main entrance is due mainly 
to the influence of New Inlet, which opened, as nearly as 
we can learn, about 1780. This outlet diminishes by a vast 
amount the volume of water which otherwise would, and 
formerly did, pass in and out at the main entrance durin 
every tide. And the evil has deubtiess been naotiorsted 


last. 
The President did not 


I will read from the letter of || 
Captain Benham, of the engineer corps. 
\ . oO 
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ee 
|| latterly by two still newer openings, alluded to s 
| are a little south of that inlet.’ ” above, which 


There is not a word in that whole length vr 


oat i water has beey, 
diminished on account of the fort; but they tell 


you that from the earliest periods this has be, 

going on, and at an irregular rate. Who makes 
this report? The Coast Survey officers, who a 
the surveying the coast of the ocean, have don 
tained, so far as science can, all these causes I 
confess I do not like—I should be authorized j, 
expressing my feelings to use a stronger i. 
these specious reasons for particular works 
There never was any reason for this appropria. 
tion that does not exist at every other place on 
the Atlantic coast. If 1 am satisfied that this 


| work is necessary for the popes of a harbor of 
| protection and refuge, or for t 


e naval armament 
of the country, however greatly commerce may 


| be benefited by it incidentally. I can vote for it 


if the appropriation is anything like commensy. 


| rate with the object. The estimate is $500,000 jy, 
addition to what has already been appropriated, 


|| Here is a half million, and what is the result to 


be arrived at? Weare not told. 
But, sir, 1 did not rise for the purpose of going 
into thatargument, but to enter my protest against 


| these specious reasons, which are in the very face 


|| of the report made here by the proper officers. | 


know that when this bill was approved by the 
President, and before it was approved, many gen. 


| tlemen stated that it presented the whole question, 
| and that if the President approved it, there could 
| be no pretense for refusing to approve the others, 











That was fully and fairly understood. Senators 
should not be misled, and the public should not 
be misled, about these affairs; for they constitute 
very serious difficulties. 

Besides, not only are these bills put upon spe- 
cious reasons, but the appropriations are enor- 
mous. While there is a clamor raised here that 
you would think would unsettle the foundations 
of this Government, about an appropriation of 
$10,000 for a harbor on the lakes just as necessary 
as this, there is not even a desire to get the yeas 
and nays on an appropriation of $200,000 down 
here onthe Atlantic. I say it is wrong, and the 
Senate should not proceed on any such consid- 
erations. ‘There is another reason which dis- 
tinguishes this from any other appropriation for 
similar purposes; and the Senator from Georgia 
was right when he stated in a few words, at the 
outset, the effect of the work that had been done 
here. Itis oneof those rivers which, like the Mis- 
ee and many others, are constantly chang- 
ing their condition; and it is a question of doubt, 
when you have finished, whether your $500,000 
will place the mouth of the river in such a condi- 
tion that it can be entered. 

Mr. IVERSON. I understood that this bill 
was reported from the Committee on Commerce, 
of which the Senator from Michigan is a very 
distinguished and prominent member. _ Itis with 


|| some surprise, therefore, that I find the gentle- 


man to-day attempting to strangle his own bant- 
ling. 

Mr. STUART. If the Senator had heard what 
I said a little while ago, he would not have ex- 
pressed his surprise. I said that I agreed witha 


| majority of the committee in regard to several of 
| these bills, that I would consent to report them, 


at the same time telling the committee that | 
would not agree to vote for them. 
Mr. IVERSON. I was not aware of any pr'!- 
vate arrangements which the Senator entered into 
with his colleagues. All 1 know is what was the 
action of the committee made public to the Senate 
by officially reporting this bill back (for $140,000 
as originally presented) from the Committee on 


Commerce, with an amendment increasing the 


sum to $200,000. That was the action of the 
Committee on Commerce, as I understand, and 
not of any individual Senator. 

Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator, | 
know, will excuse me for a word of explanation. 
The honorable Senator is aware, as the Senate 
is, of the number of bills that come before the 
Committee on Commerce at different times and 

riods and under different circumstances. The 

onorable Senator from Michigan might not be 
in attendance at one time. The honorable Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin perhaps was never absent. 
I, myself, was sometimes absent. So that the 
committee was constituted and the bill was 
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ported; and when they ali come here they have | of Representatives, I voted against an appropria- Mr. IVERSON. I do not see why that should 
re} the assent of a majority of the committee, || tion of $50,000 to improve the navigation of the || prevent any man from voting for it. 
1 , ye is no agreement on the metaphysical points Savannah river, below the city of Savannah, It Mr. BIGGS. I perceive that the Senate is 
- volved on the subject of internal improvements, || was a general appropriation, without specifying || very thin; probably there is not a quorum here. 
iat only & simpie agreement of a quorum of the || the foundation on which it was placed, and | | | believe we are approaching the latter part of the 
~ammittee that a bill shall be reported, for which voted. against it because of my constitutional || batch of internal improvement bills, as they are 
veiority of the committee is responsible, and | scruples. But at the last session of Congress a |} termed. There may be a quorum here, but I 
bill was passed apprornetng $161,000 to remove || have some doubts about it. Still | shall proceed 
obstructions placed in the river Savannah, below || to say a few words upon this subject. 
the city of Savannah, by theGeneral Government, || 1 do not rise for the purpose of continuing the 
for the common defense during the revolutionary || discussion unnecessarily, but I cannot sit still 
| War. Here, then, was legitimate foundation for || and allow the remarks of the Senator from Michi- 
| a vote in favor of that bill. The Government || gan to go without some reply. I promise the 
| having placed those obstructions in the Savannah || Senate that my reply shall be brief. It is evi- 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
( 
a maj 
pe individuals. : ‘ 
Mr. STUART. In respect to this bill, when | 
acted on by the committee, I was not present at | 
i]. I spoke of my own action generally. 
Mr. |VERSON. - I should have much pre- | 
ferred to see the gentleman from Michigan go on | 
eome general system, instead of voting all for the 
»orthern lakes, and then manifest his opposition 
.) appropriations in that section of the country | 
where wool grows on the heads of men. 
This appropriation, it seems to me, stands on | Ing A. ) 
a very good footing, if I understand the facts of || 4ppropriation to removing the sand bars and shoals has some complaint to make of him for that, and 
the case. The Senator objects to the amount. | which have been produced by the original obstruc- || says that he gave specious reasons. 1 construe 
i: certainly stands on the same footing, and even || Hon placed in that river. That bill is now bfeore || him to mean that the President assigned reasons 
~ ver, than nine out of ten of the appropriations || the E resident for his signature. It is somewhat || for his approval of the bill which have no found- 
¢» which the Senator has already voted. It is || doubtful whether he will sign itor not. He,as I || ation in fact, so as to make a pretext or excuse 
f inded on estimates of the War Department. understand, approved the Savannah river bill last || for signing that bill. The Senator says that is 
When bills have been heretofore presented to the || year on the ground I have stated, that it was nota || his opinion. — y 
Senate, and their opponents have called for the || general appropriation forthe general improvement F Is that fair to the President of the United 
reason on Which they were pressed, the friends || Of Savannah river, but was specific in its object || States? The President, under the official sanc- 
»resented the estimates made by local agents. || to remove obstructions, and conform to the obli- | tions that ought to control his conduct, has said 
Now, here is a bill that has been’ presented and gation under which the Government rested. || that his reason for approving that bill was, that 
7 ommended, as I understand, to the War De- | So in regard to this Cape Fear improvement. || the obstruction was the result of the acts of the 
partment, on estimates actually made by that | Although the bill passed at the last Congress, ap- || Government. Is that true or not? We have 
} 
| 
} 


river, which injured its navigation, was bound to || dently the intention of that Senator to complain 
take them out on the call of the people; and at || of the President of the United States for having 
this session of Congress a bill has been passed |} approved the Cape Fear bill at the last Congress, 


authorizing the application of the balance of that || while he vetoed the omnibus bill. The Senator 


Department, and they say $200,000 will be re- | propristing $140,000, did not, as the Senator from the allegation of the President in his official char- 
quired to complete the improvements in Cape | I lichigan says, state upon its face what was the || acter to that being the reason of his making this 
Fear river that are contemplated by the Govern- | object of the appropriation, still, from the inves- || an re I had supposed that an announce- 
ment. || tigations and reports of the engineers, as I am in- || ment of that sort, coming in a communication 

What is the character of those improvements? formed and believe, the President could not fail to from the President of the United States in his 
What is the object of this expenditure? It is || know the fact, that this money was to be applied for | official character, after having investigated the 
not, as | understand, a general application of | the purpose of placing the river back to its original || matter for the purpose of seeing whether or not 
the money to the improvement of Cape Fear river, || condition; and therefore I say he was legitimately ||} he could give his constitutional sanction to that 
taking out natural obstructions, or improving the | authorized to sanction it, although he may have 
natural channel of the river; but the object, as I | been opposed to general appropriations, Then I do 
understand, is to take away obstructions which || not think the President is obnoxious to the objec- 


have been placed in the river by the action of the | tions which the Senator from Michigan has urged | President acted, as to the cause producing theso 
with so much pertinacity and zeal against him. 


Government, or, in other words, to restore the : | obstructions. The President, however, in his 
river to the condition in which it was before the || The President was not bound particularly to look || official character approving the bill, has said that 


Government undertook to place obstructions in to the face of the bill, if he was satisfied, from the || he approved it because it was to remove obstruc- 
| 
! 
| 








| bill, would be sufficient without going behind 
what the President has said. All we could do 
|| would be to get the evidence upon which the 


it. We have the statement of the Senator from || reports made, (knowing that the money was to || tions the result of the action of the Government. 
North Carolina; and I suppose itis supported by be expended under the Secretary of War,) that Will the Senator rt it? 
oficial facts on record, that the Government, in || the money would be legitimately expended. Un- |} 1 was not here at the last Congress when that 
order to protect one of its fortifications at the || der the Constitution he had a right to sanction || bill was passed, but | think I can see a manifest 
mouth of this river, found it necessary to build || the bill, and not to require on its face the ground || distinction between it and bills which the Senator 
up a wall, or throw out jetties into the stream to || OF reason on which he should put his sanction. | from Michigan is constantly sustaining. His 
srevent the abrasion of the shore, so as to include || This bill, outside of the reports of the engineers || complaint here against the President is for having 
he Caswell. Fort Caswell is a fortification on || and the official information, does place this appro- | approved this bill, though he vetoed the other. | 
an island opposite Smithville, at the mouth of the || priation on general principles, for the bill clearly || wish to enquire of the Senator from Michigan, 
Cape Fear river. To protect that island, at which || Sys $200,000 shall ae to continue the im- || before I go further, whether, in this very omni- 
this fortification is located, it became necessary || peonoment of the Cape Fear river. So far as the || bus bill which the President vetoed, there was 
for the Government, as I understand the facts, || language of the bill is concerned, it brings it, in || not an appropriation for the lilinois river? I have 
to throw out what are called jetties or sea-walls; || me opinion, within the constitutional objection || not had time to investigate that question, but I 
and this work upon the part of the Government || W 1ich | have presented, and which other oppo- | presume he can tell how the fact is. 

has produced an extraordinary effect on the || nents of the general To have urged upon this || Mr. STUART. 
channel through which vessels come into Cape floor; and therefore cannot vote for the bill in 


Fear river. It has changed the original channel; | that particular shape, because I do not know, 
it has drawn the main channel some nine miles 


|| although I have been informed, that this money 
of from Fort Caswell, when, before these imped- 
iments were made by the Government, the chan- 





The Senator is mistaken as 
|| to another matter, about which he ought to be set 
|| right in the first place. 1 made no complaint 


: : . |; about the action of the President of the United 
| is to be applied in that_way. It is a general ap- || 


de . | States; and if any inference of that kind was 
rennet to continue the improvement of Cape || drawn by the Senator, it is an inference not 
‘ear river, and it may be applied to a general 


| 
nel ran alongside the shore of the island on which || ! || founded on my remarks; but the Senater him- 
ort Caswell is situated. || improvement outside of and beyond the obstruc- || self makes the issue. The omnibus bill to which 

The object of this improvement, I understand, tion which the Government has caused, I should || the Senator refers was passed at a former Con- 
is to stop up this new inlet, nine miles off, and | therefore prefer to limit the apprapeneen to this || eress. After the Cape ies bill was passed by 
which does not furnish a sufficient inlet to the legitimate and constitutional object; and with such | itself, the President vetoed a separate bill for the 
river Cape Fear, so as to throw the channel back || & limitation I shall be happy to vote for the bill, || St. Clair flats. I alluded to that, not to his veto 
again into its original position. That I consider because then I can do so with prope Believ- || of the omnibus bill. If I were going to make the 
to be legitimate, and is what the Government is |/ 1ng that the Government is bound to remove the || issue, which 1 have not made, | should ~~ that 
bound to do. I discriminate, therefore, this case || obstruction, I offer this amendment to the bill: || the distinction sought to be drawn by the Presi- 
from an appropriation of a general character for Provided, That said sum shail be only applied to the re- || dent is not justifiable; but, | repeat, 1 made no 
the improvement of the navigation of ariver for || moval of obstructions placed in said river by the Federal | 


ite 11 nt against the action of the President. 
netaral cane H he G | Government, or in restoring the river to the condition in \| — o- d. th he ‘ th fact 
atural causes. ere the Government has pro- || which it was before the action of the Government placing | took the ground, that there were no such facts 
| 








duced the difficulty. It has, for the protection of || the river in its present condition. in existence as those upon which he based his 
the island on which its fort is built; produced the || Mr. REID. Thisisaspecificwork There was || action, and I read the report of the board of engi- 
very difficulties of which the citizens of Wilming- || a survey, and then there was an appropriation to || neers to show that there were no such facis in 
ton and North Carolina complain; and they ask || carry it out. The appropriation of $140,000 pre- || existence as are set out as the reasons for this 
now that you will appropriate money to restore || viously made was for the purpose of removing || appropriation; but, onthe contrary, these changes 
the river to its original condition. I think that if | the obstruction. The obstruction is estimated || have been going on, in their own language, ‘‘ since 
it ls ascertained to be true that the navigation of || for here, and it is well understood, and its appli- || their earliest records, at an irregular rate.’’ ‘The:r 
the river, or the entrance into the river, has been || cation will be well understood, to be to that work, || report is given in the documents at great length, 
in this way injured by the action of the Govern- || and nothing more. || and they deduce their conclusions, but there is 
ment, it becomes the duty of the Government to Mr. IVERSON. Then the amendment can || not a word in the whole report about any injury 
restore it to its original condition by the applica- || do no harm. || having been occasioned by the action of the Gov- 
Uon of this money. || Mr. REID. It can do no harm, but I see no || ernment; but the report ascribes the changes in 
_ Sir, | would not vote for any appropriation for || necessity for putting it here; and more especially || Cape Fear river to a very different cause. 

clearing out any river within the United States || when probably somegentleman may refuse to vote || Mr. IVERSON. I certainly understood t 

upon general principles. As I stated on a former | for the bill who would otherwise do so if it was || Senator from Michigan, in his speech, to condemn 
occasion, when I was a member of the House |! not in. ‘| the action of the President, because he said he 











ee 
a 
. 
yy 
+e 
i. 
Ve 
e 
4 
By é 


Pm 


re 


iE RET 


on 


ao 


PR ek) ae AR IE 


ve 


1063 


ap 


was opposed to this plan of approving bills for 
specious reasons. Of course, then, according to 
the Senator, the President approved this bill for 
Now he savs he did not con- 


specious reasons, 
If not, 1 certainly misun- 


demn the President. 
derstood him. 


Mr. STUART. If the Senator, or anybody 
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else, wishes to make an issue with me on that | 


int, | do not object to taking it up, and show- 
ing that the President was without any foundation 
at all for his reasons. 
making their full report, which I hold in my hand, 
assign the real reason for the change in this river 


to be natural causes, and there is not one word | 


in the report about the fort, or anything in the 


The board of engineers, in || 


sete Ae improvement whieh refers to the fort. | 


lere are the estimates of what they propose to do: 


Protection of Bald-head Point............05 +0055 £40,000 || 


Closing the two small outlets, near new inlet, 
WIth timber ....c-cecccevescoveses 

Closing New Inlet...ceesceeceeeceeeeece 

CONMUNQZONCICH oo ceccccccceeceseseseeees 


WOU, Arc cvocvded cds vedo bvcccsceece seeds QiSO O00 | 


If the small outlets be closed with stone, the 


items will be @40,000, $49,800, $379 ,000, $31,200: || 


‘otal, $500,000. 

They go on to state the reasons for these recom- 
mendations. They are to close up all these inlets, 
eaving but one channel, and relying on the force 
of the water to keep that clear. There is not In 
the whole report, and the industry and ingenuity 
of man cannot find anything in it, which asserts 
that they predicate this appropriation on the 
ground of any former action of the Government; 
but on the contrary, as I have read, they say 
these operations have been going on at an irreg- 
ular rate since the earliest records, long before 
the fort was constructed. 

Mr. BIGGS. The Senator has not answered 
the question which I asked. I desired to know 
whether the bill which was vetoed did not con- 
tain a provision for the Illinois river ? 

Mr. STUART. 
for | do not remember whether that was included 
in the omnibus bill or not. 

Mr. BIGGS. I understood, in the course of 
the debate, that these were separate bills intro- 
duced, comprising the appropriations contained 
in the general bill vetoed by the President. 

Mr. STUART. 
tor from New York. 

Mr. BIGGS. 
Senator from Michigan. 


Mr. STUART. No, sir, it was stated by the || 


Senator from New York. 
Mr. BIGGS 


It was so stated by the Sena- || 


I think it was stated by the | 


Then I take it for granted that | 


there was an appropriation for the Ulinois river | 


and all these works in the omnibus bill. 
I cannot be mistaken in the complaint which the 
Senator made against the President of the United 
States. Why dol say so? He says that when 
the President approved the Cape Fear bill, the 
friends of the other bills considered, as a matter of 
course, that he would approve all of them. 

Mr. STUART. I have stated to the Senator, 
again and again, that I never made any complaint 
against the President for vetoing the omnibus bill; 


Fear river bill and the Savannah river bill, and 
at the same time vetoing the St. Clair flats bill as 
& Separate measure, 
and | do to-day. 
Mr. BIGGS. The Senator from Michigan says 
that, if | am disposed to make the issue, though 


he has not made it, he takes issue with the Presi- || 


dent of the United States, in regard to the fact, 
whether these obstructions have been produced 
by the General Government or not? 

Mr. STUART. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BIGGS. The Senator has gone on and 
argued upon that issue. 
to be distinctly made by him at first. 
does he rely upon? 


Now what 


Now, |} 


tm ee - 


Mr. STUART. Yes. sn 
Mr. BIGGS. It is tne same document from 
which the Senator from New York read a little 


LOBE 


| 
| 


| while ago. The Senator from Michigan says that | 


what he read from that —— showing that the 
water has shoaled on the bar, and shoaled for a 


tions now in the Cape Fear river have not been 
produced by the action of the Government. He 


|| L could support and should have no hesi 


long time, 1s conclusive evidence that the obstruc- || 


| assumes that the President of the United States | 


and because that did not refer to the fact, that the 
jetties have produced the obstruction, the Presi- 
dent could not have known it. He says this, 
although the President asserts in his message, 


| distinctly and unequivocally, after having made a || 


thorough examination of this matter when his 


| priety of this particular work, that his opinion 


was that the obstruction was the result of the || 


action of the General Government. The Senator 
| from Michigan says there is no authority for the 


statement, because it does not appear in that re- || 


port ! 


Sir, Lask if that is treating the President of | 
Under his official obli- || 


the United States fairly? 


could have acted only on this report as authority, | 


:.= ° . | 
constitutional scruples were excited as to the pro- || 


gation, he states that the obstruction was the | 


result of the action of the General Government. 


The Senator from Michigan takes issue with him, | 


and reads from a report made in 1853,which does || 


not refer to that as one of the causes, but goes on 
and states the importance of this point, some of 


the causes of the obstruction extending back fifty 
or sixty years, and the eae of this work as | 


| a harbor of refuge. 


The President of the United | 


States, as a matter of course, must have had offi- | 


cial information, or he would never have said, as 
he has done here solemnly, that the obstruction 
was the result of the action of the Government. 


I promised not to consume the time of the || 
Senate; but while [ am up, it may be proper for || 


mene — 


| system of public defense by the improy 
harbors, and the appropriations were fairly 

| honestly restricted to that object, Whittier ae 
system extended to the ocean orto the ere 


ement of 


th a 
atlakes, 
tation j } 


ill not vote for 
the expenditure of money proposed in the } 


| which have been presented to us, governed rn 
the most latitudinous views of the Constitytio, 
of the United States, which go to the exten: ,¢ 
making Congress supreme, governed only by 
their discretion, and by the calls that may 1 
made on the public Treasury by parties interested 
in particular improvements. I cannot vote torn 
| batch of appropriations of the character of thoeo 
recommended by the committee. ~ 
I have made these remarks merely to state my 
own position without arguing it; | do not Propose 
to argue it. Now, in regard to the bill before tho 
Senate, I say that if we are to rely on official 
authority, as has been forcibly stated by my eo). 
league, this case is taken out of the general ry\s 
of appropriations for internal improvement pur. 
poses. ‘This is an appropriation to restore the 
natural advantages of the Cape Fear river to tho 
position which it occupied before this Goverp. 
ment interfered with it. It was not, as stated byy 
the Senator from Georgia, (Mr. Toomss,] who 
first spoke on this bill, in the exercise of a power 
to improve the navigation that this injury hag 
been Iheshes in the exercise of a power that is 
| confessedly proper—building a fortification there, 
The erection of that fortification in the mode in 
which it was done has worked this injury to the 
navigation, which it is the duty of the Goverp. 
|ment to remove. The President, of the United 
| States, under his official responsibility, tells us 
| that the obstruction has. been the result of the 


| voting for it; but I cannot and w 


|, action of the Government, and that principle re- 


me to state my position on the general question | 


| of river and harbor improvements. I shall merely 
[ cannot answer the Senator, 


state my views, without arguing them. [ have 


no doubt of the power of the Government to make || 


| improvements of harbors that are necessary for 
the public defense. 


I state that proposition || 


| broadly and unequivocally, but I insist that that | 


shall be the object. Of course such improvements 
for defensive purposes incidentally benefit com- 
| merce just as the imposition of duties, fairly laid 


for revenue, incidentally benefit manufactures; | 
but I insistthat the power shall be honestly and | 


Iam 


| fairly exercised for its legitimate purpose. 
opposed to making the exercise of this power the 


pretext for appropriations for works to create or || 


facilitate commerce, which I think has been done 
in many of these bills. 

Now, how are we situated in regard to the 
numerous batch of bills upon which we have 
been called to vote within i 
days? The Committee on Commerce have made 


moves it entirely from the general scramble which 
is made here for appropriations for internal 
improvements everywhere, principally confined, 
however, to those persons who make the appli- 
| cation, and who have no constitutional scraples 
in appropriating money to every object that prom- 
| ises to create or facilitate commerce. That is the 
system which I understand is recommended to 
the favorable consideration of the Senate by the 
Committee on Commerce, and which I believe is 
unconstitutional, and grossly unequal and unjust 
|in its operation; and, therefore, I have voted 
against all the bills predicated upon such errone- 
| ous views. 

Mr. REID. I rise for the purpose of appeal- 
ing to my friend from Georgia to withdraw his 
amendment, and let the bill be passed as it was 

| originally reported. This work, I repeat again, 
| it seems to me, comes within the constitutional 
| authority of-Congress for two reasons: in the 


|| first place, the obstruction was placed in the river 


1e last week or ten || 


no discrimination founded on what 1 conceive to | 


be a sound constitutional principle. 
investigations had been restricted by the con- 
siderations that operate on my mind, I could 
give my confidence to their recommendations ; 


; || but 1 find the most latitudinous view entertained 
but I did complain of him for approving the Cape | 


by that committee, and no obstacle interposed 


\| by them to the most extravagant waste of the 


I have complained of that, || 


| public money and the grossest inequality. Their 
action is inconsistent with every idea of justice, 
and is governed by no uniform rule. I have felt 
|it my duty, therefore, to vote against all these 
te on the ground which appears to 

have been taken by the committee. They have 
| assumed aconstruction of the Constitution which 
| | think is not justified by that instrument. 


the exercise of what I believe to be the censtitu- 


If these appropriations had been confined to 


I so understood the issue | 


tional powers of this Government, there is another 
— which would control my action as a 
emocrat. If these bills were reported for the 


Here the President of the || public defense, and on examination I doubted 


United States, in his official character, expressly || the power as applied to the particular work, I 


states ‘this bill is approved on the ground that 
the obstructions which the proposed appropria- 
tion is intended to remove, are the results of the 
action of the General Government.’? Now what 
1s the answerto that? The Senator gets-up here, 
and reads a _—_ from Mr. Bache and some 
others in regard to the appropriation necessary to 
— the Cape Fear river—a report made in 
1853, I understand. 


should feel compelled to vote against the appro- 
| priation. -I still hold, even in these degenerate 
| days, that the General Government ought not to 
| assume the exercise of doubtful powers. It ought 
| to be clear that the work for which we are appro- 
| priating money is for the public defense; and if 
that be the primary object we have in view, it 
| makes no difference that an incidental benefit is 
derived by commerce. Now, sir, if we had a 


If their | 


by the Federal Government; and in the second 
| place, if you do not stop up the new inlet, the 

fort will become useless, and you must build 
another, or the common defense will be left un- 
| provided for. Therefore I maintain that it is 
| constitutional for the Government not only to 
repair what it has done, but that it is the con- 
| stitutional duty of the Government to make an 
appropriation to fill up the new inlet, rather than 
to incur a much larger expenditure for the pur- 
pose of building additional forts. I appeal to 
my friend from Georgia to withdraw his amend- 
ment, and let the bill read as the former appro- 
priation did. 

Mr. IVERSON. I offered my amendment to 
make the bill constitutionally acceptable to my- 
self. I can vote for the bill with that amendment, 
because it comes then within the constitutional 
power of the Government in my opinion. With- 
out that amendment I cannot vote for the bil, 
because the bill on the face of it does not take It 
out of the general rule of all improvements of this 
kind. I will, however, atrthe earnest request 
of my friend from North Carolina, withdraw my 
| amendment, and let the vote be taken on the 
| original proposition. I trust the bill will pass. 
| Doubtless it will pass by the great majority that 
| exists on this floor in favor of such improvements; 
| and, although it be in North Carolina, they will 
| 


not deviate from their rule, and be quite as gen- 

erous to that State as they were to Michigan, 

which has taken something over half a million. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem 


e. The question 
is on the amendment of the 


mmittee on Com- 








[856- 


merce to increase the appropriation from $140, 
en 4200.00 000 
_ Mr. SE WARD. 1 proposed, as a member of 
that committee, to withdraw that amendment, but 
» was not allowed. 
1 The amendment was rejected. | 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 


Mr. CLAY. I wish toinquire, for the purpose 


sonid have been recommended by the Committee 
» Commerce? Lam one of the four members of 
shat committee now present. I did not vote for it; 


and it must have gotten the vote of every one of 


> eatisfying my curiosity, how this amendment | 
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than the official opinion of a Senator? Nobody | 


| pretends that; but | ask the Senator to show me 


| 


1 
| 
| 


whose three Senators to be recommended, as there | 


sre six members of the committee; but they dis- 
aim recommending it. I should like to under- 
sand how itis. Thethree members of the com- 
mittee who are present, that are understood to 
yote for these appropriations—each one disclaims 
that he recommended it; and yet it comes here by 
the recommendation of the committee, reported 
by one of the three. 

“Mr.SEWARD. I do not know that it would 
be proper to go into explanations at this late hour 
of the day. 


this recommendation. ldo not now recollect it. 


| have not disclaimed concurring in | 


a report made by the officers of the War Depart- 
ment of this Government justifying any such 
conclusion. Thereis none shown. I read from 


the report, full, able, explicit, upon all these sub- || 
jects, to show the contrary; and I will read a | 
They propose, in | 


little further to the Senate. 
these works, to make just such jetties as were 
made at the fort; and what do they say as to the 
effect of those made at the fort ? 


“ We are decidedly of opinion that these jetties have had | 
| no injurious effect upon the bulkhead bar of the western | 


channel, which is about five eighths of a mile from the 
longest jetty.’’ 

There is the opinion of this board of engineers 
on the very point. They say they are of opinion 


they say is the cause? 

“A wharf, supported by piles, about one hundred yards 
inside of that jetty, may be made to play the part of the 
jetty by sinking and loading grillages between the piles. 


| One or more jetties will be required for the protection of 


This bill was reported by the honorable Senator | 


from Louisiana, [Mr. Bensamtn,] who is absent. 


l entertain no doubt that a majority of the com- }| 


mittee agreed with it, and I did. At the same 
time, [ said the committee agreed on the behalf 
of the harbors of- Wisconsin to recommend ac- 
cording to the subsequent estimates, but the 
Senate having shown a disposition not to agree 
with the committee in those recommendations, 
they were at my instance withdrawn; and there- 


fore, yesterday, in a similar case, I concurred in | 


withdrawing an amendment as to Chicago; and 
so in this case I concur in withdrawing this 
amendment, taking my full share of responsibil- 
ity for it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I call for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STUART. Muchas I am indisposed to 
say a word on these bills which will pm aye their 
passage, my eceeeres prevents me from allow- 
ing the remarks made by the Senator from Geor- 
gia (Mr. er to go unanswered. Now, in 
the first place, if that Senator can assign any rea- 
son for saying to me that I have announced my 


determination to vote against this bill, 1 should | 


like to hear it. In the next place, if I had, is 
there anything which I have ever said or done 
that authorizes him to intimate that I would do 
it because the improvement is in a State where 
wool grows on the heads of men, to use his own 
language? If so, I should like to know what it 
is. In the last remarks which the Senator made 
before sitting down, he expressed the hope that, 
after having voted for appropriations of 4 


not now oppow this because it lay in North 
Carolina. ny such intimation as that in respect 
to me, and, so far as | know, in respect to any 
gentlefnan who supports these measures, is as 
inappropriate as it 1s ill-timed and without foun- 
dation. 

When gentlemen live in_glass houses they 
should not throw stones. The gentlemen who 
have been opposing these measures have reminded 


me very strongly of Nick Bottom, the weaver, | 


who desired to play the part of the lion. When 
- YF Be rn were for any of the northern 
akes t 

Sternest opponents of these measures good; and 
they did not wait to repeat it to have to call on 
the duke to ask them to roar again; but when we 
come down to an appropriation in the southern 
States, they ‘will roar you as gently as any 
sucking dove; they will roar you an ’twere any 
nightingale;’’ they do not even call for the yeas 
and nays; and yet they rise here, and charge upon 
Senators a disposition to discriminate against the 
southern States. When has it been done? 

_ A word now to the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Brees] on his doctrine of the correct- 
hess of the President. He says that the Pres- 
ident, in virtue of his official position, states these 
things toCongress. Is it pretended that his offi- 
cial opinion carries with it any more authority 


0 118 sort | 
within the State of Michigan, the Senate would | 


1ey would roar so as to do the heart of the | 


the outershore ; but as this shore is abraded mainly, as we 
conceive, by waves acting obliquely towards the inlet, and 


deriving their direetion from the tide of flood, and is sep-* 


arated by an extensive shoal from deep water, it is hoped 
that one jetty placed near the point will be sufficient for 
its protection.” 


They give the cause which does fill itup. They | 


say, in so many words, that the jetties at the fort 
have had no injurious effect whatever; and yet 
we are told here that, because the President 
approved a former bill assigning these reasons, 


GLOB 


; aa ; jj acting, and in 
that it has had no injurious effect; but what do | 


the Senate is bound to sit blindfolded, and adopt | 


them too. Iask the Senators to show me an 


| official report made by the engineers who exam- 
| ined the ground, that justifies any such action? | 


| within one hundred miles of it? 


They cannot show one. 


Now, Lask this pertinent inquiry, who is likely | 
to be best advised about the action of that fort, | 
| the board of engineers who have made a survey 


of the ground, or the President who has not been 
cial reports as were made when the attention of the 
officers was directed to the precise point. I have 


never avowed my intention to vote against this 


these special pretexts, as not only without any 


I take the offi- | 


| bill, but I have avowed my intention to go against | 


foundation, but as in direct, contradiction to the | 


reports of the engineers upon the subject. They 
propose not to do anything to that fort—not to 


| do anything to affect the action of the jetties | 
| there at all—but to close up all the channels ex- 


cept one, and then to throw out jetties at one side 
of it, to act against the fort, so that, by the rush 
of water through, they will keep the channel 
clear, and prevent this filling up which is causes 
by the action of the tide. Thatis the plain idea; 


'| yet we are told this isa distinguishable case from 


all others! 


Mr. President, I regret exceedingly to be ob- | 


| facts, but it cannot have escaped the eyes of every 





Senator, that these gentlemen, when they were | 


constantly reiterating their charges against us, 
in the examination of our bills for the harbors on 


i liged to call the attention of the Senate to these | 


the northern lakes, sought to disparage our con- | 


dition in the Democratic party. 
deny that. We were charged, over and over 
again, with combining with what they called Black 
Republicans to override the veto of the President, 


who, it was claimed, represented the Democratic | 


party, and was its very personification. It was 
said we had no higher motive than what the Her- 
ald calls the cohesive power of public plunder. 
That was reiterated upon us, on bill after bill 


Where is the bill for a southern State which has 
been rejected? They are passed. Yet these gen- 
tlemen turn round and say, ‘It is hoped. our 
patriotism will not stop at the line of the States 
where wool grows upon the heads of some of the 
men.’’ I confess to you, sir, that I do not like 
this, and there is no foundation for it. There is 
none in the action of the friends of these meas- 
ures. Now, here are the facts. 

Mr. BIGGS. I do not want to trouble the 
Senate again; but before the Senator concludes, I 
wish to have a distinct understanding in regard to 
his position. I understand him to say that, though 
the President of the United States has stated that 
this obstruction is the result of the action of the 
Government, it is not true; and his argument to 
prove that, is his construction of the report, which 


No man can | 








he says, so far from proving it to be true, proves 
the contrarv. 

Mr. STUART. 

Mr. BIGGS. 
the gentleman. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator cannot mistake 
me on another point. f do not mean to impugn 
the motives of the President. | say he is mis- 
taken in his conclusions, and they are not war- 
ranted by the facts. 

Mr. BIGGS. He is mistaken in the facts, you 
say? 

Mr. STUART. Yes; mistaken in the facts 
of the case. Thus much I hav deemed it neces- 
sary for me to say in vindication of myself, 
in vindication of the committe: 


Yes, sir; that is it. 
I merely wanted to understand 


with whom | am 
vindication especially of those 
members of the Democratic party who reside in 
the northern States, and who have been very un- 
justly assailed here, as | think, from time to time. 

Mr. IVERSON. The Senator from Michigan 
has made some remarks, founded on what he 
supposed to have been an insinuation by myself 
as to his motives. I do not propose to defend 
myself against that insinuation. If the insinua- 
tion had been intended, he could not have better 
vindicated its propriety than by the speech which 
he has just made, showing that he had been gov- 
erned in this whole matter by sectional consider- 
ations. I do not charge that upon him; but I 
say the remarks he has just made would have 
satisfied any man that he was governed by sec- 
tional motives. 

Mr.STUART. I leave that to be determined 
by the Senate and the country. 

Mr. REID. In reply to what the Senator from 
Michigan has said in relation to the new inlet, I 
will remark that nobody has ever pretended that 
the jetties constructed by the Government were 
the cause of that inlet, because the inlet existed 
prior to the construction of those jetues; but 
what we contend for (and it isa fact which is 
true) is, that the jetties have increased the depth 
of the new inlet, and, therefore, that it is the 
duty of the Government to repair the injury 
which has been done. 

But, laying aside all this, at any other point, 
IL apprehend the Senator from Michigan would 
be satisfied to put this appropriation on the com- 
mercial view of the Constitution, without going 
into the war power. We presenta bill which, 
according to the rule he lays down for the determ- 
ination of his public conductas a Senator, is con- 
slitutional in a commercial point of view to bim, 
though not to me. In addition to that I 
shown here to-day, by the letter which | read 
from Captain Benham, who has been engaged in 
these works for some ten or twelve years, that 
the jetties did increase the depth of the inlet. We 
have read to you the message of the President on 
the subject, and my reeollection is, that in some 
of the reports of ‘the Coast Survey, Professor 
Bache has distinctly stated so. [am not able to 
lay my hands on them now. 

Mr. STUART. This is the report of Pro- 
fessor Bache from which I read. 

Mr. REID. I am not speaking of the report 
to which the Senator refers, for 1 have that be- 
fore me; but in the regular reports of the Coast 
Survey | think the fact will be found to be stated 
as | have given it. ‘To-day is the first time when 
lI have heard it questioned that the effect of the 
construction of these jetties was not to deepen 

| the newinlet. There is the further reason, that 


have 


|| the deepening of this new inlet renders Fort Cas- 
here; and now, when we come down to the south- | 
ern country, and pass their bills, how are we met? 


well, as a place of defense, entirely useless, and 
therefore it is the duty of the Government either 
to build a new fort for the protection of the coun- 
try, or to fill up the new inlet as it formerly was, 
when Fort Caswell was of some benefit to the 
country in the way of defense. 

Now, Mr. President, | do hope that this bill 
| will pass. I am extremely glad to learn that the 


|| Senator from Michigan intends to vote for it; be- 


| cause I can assure him | mach prefer his speak- 

| ing against my bill and voting for it, to his voting 
| against it and speaking for it. 

Mr. WELLER. I hope the Senate is ready 

to takem™ vote on this question. If there be any 

| who has not made up his mind on this subject 

| I will go into the discussion of it, and I shall have 

| nothing to do but to repeat the speeches made by 

| other Senators. We'are now long after the usual 

| dining hour, and shal! find ourselves very soon 
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without a quorum. I hope we may take a vote 
on the bill at once. If any Senator wants any | 
additional information I will give it to him after 
the vote is taken. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays on 


|| occasions, and thoroughly surveyed. 


the passage of the bill, resulted—yeas 24, nays 9; | 


as follows: 


VY EAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of Tennessee, Biggs, Bright, | 
Jodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, 
James, Jones of lowa, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, | 
Seward, Stuart, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wright—24. 

NAYS-~-Messrs. Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Clay, Fitz 
patrick, Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, and Yulee—9. 


So the bill was passed. 
HARBOR OF GEORGETOWN. 


The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the || 
W hole, to consider the bill (S. No. 291) to provide || 


for continuing the improvement of the harbor of | 
Georgetown, District of Columbia. 
It proposes to appropriate $5,000 for the im- | 


| 


provement of the harbor of Georgetown, to be |) 


expended under the direction of the corporate 


| banks, as the engineer department has shown, || 


authorities of the city; but no part of this sum || 


is to be drawn from the Treasury until the cor- 
porate authorities shall, with the funds of the 
city, heve made such progress in the improve- | 
ment that it can be completed for the sum appro- 
yriated, 

Mr. WELLER. 
what quarter that bill comes. 
from my friend from Mississippi? 
right. 

“Mr. BROWN. It comes from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, who have instructed 


If so, it is all | 


committees of the Senate. They have never 
done anything wrong, and I hope they never | 
will. 

Mr. WELLER. 
sissippi define what soundness 1s? 
for it Siiaiaielt? If he will, it will be all right. 

Mr. BROWN. I see a very manifest differ- | 
ence in the power of this Government inside the 
District of Columbia and outside of it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. CLAY. 1 would move to strike out the | 


word * harbor,’’ and insert ‘* landing,’’ deeming || 
that the appropriate word; but I tried it once, || 


and it did not pass. There is no harbor there. 
Mr. IVERSON. I call for the yeas and nays | 
on the passage of the bill. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The bil was passed. 


HELL GATE. 


The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee | 
of the Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 323) | 
making appropriation for the improvement of the | 
channel at Hell Gate, East river, in the State of 
New York, which appropriates $85,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BAYOU LA FOURCHE. 


The bill (S. No. 403) to remove obstructions | 
in the Bayou la Fourche, Louisiana, was read a | 





Will the Senator from Mis- 1 
Will he vote | 


I desire to ascertain from || 
Does it come || 


|| last appropriation was expended, and the work | 
|| discontinued, they had so far improved this chan- | 
nel that vessels of the largest draught of com- | 
‘| merce between Charleston and St. John’s river | 
|| were enabled to pass nearly through it. 

| 


| sage ? 
me to report it—one of the safest and soundest || 





| Mary’s, in Georgia, to the river St. John’s, in 





second time, and considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It appropriates $31,500 for the || 
removal of snags, sunken logs, and Gther obstruc- || 
tions caused by the operations ‘ordered by Gen- 
eral Andrew Jackson to prevent the entrance into 
the Bayou la Fourche of British vessels and troops 
in 1814 and 1815. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
tume, and passed. 


ST. JOHN’S AND ST. MARY'S RIVERS. 


The next measure upon the Calendar was the || 
joint resolution (S. R. No. 33) providing for the | 
survey of the inland passage between the rivers || 
St. John’s and St. Mary’s. 

Mr. SEWARD. There is a bill as a substi- 
tute for the resolution. I therefore move to lay | 
the resolution on the table, and take up the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The bill far continuing the improvement of the || 
inland passage between the St. John’s and St. || 
Mary’s rivers, Florida, was read a second time, || 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 
Jt appropriates $40,700. 


{ 
{ 


| any obstacle in the way of the business of the 
| Senate, and therefore do not call forthe yeas and 
| nays myself; but [I wish it understood by the | 
| Senate and the country that [ am opposed to 


| Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 411) for con- 
| tinuing oe cee banat the harbor of Mobile, 
| Alabama, at 


| of the sum necessary for this work. 


‘| do not suppose an appropriation has been passed 


|| I will not detain them. 


| ate to have me define my position on this bill, I 


HE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. Aucwite 


SSS——————————0606———SsSsSsmon0n 0 SSS EES 


Mr. HUNTER. I think this is a new work, || 
and we ought to have the yeas and nays onit. || 
Mr. MALLORY. 


has been appropriated for previously on two 


Let it be read again. 
The Secretary read the bill. 
Mr. SEWARD. There is a letter of the Sec- | 


retary of War with the papers, which will ex- || 
| plain it all. 


Mr. MALLORY. 


the river St. Mary’s, in Florida, and enables the | 
commerce of the country to go entirely through | 
the inland passage without exposure to the sea. | 
Mr. FESSENDEN and others. What is the | 
nature of the work? Is it to cut a canal? 
Mr. MALLORY. No; but to clear away the || 


in front of three distinct islands; and when the | 


Itis not a new work. It i 


} || amendment, ordered to be engrossed fo 
Mr. HUNTER. I think the bill is for a sur- | reading, read the third time, and passed, 
\| vey. 


I will state briefly that, in || 
1838, and again in 1839, and 1840, appropriations || eee ( 
| were voted, and surveys made of this inland pas- | ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third readin 


| sage, which extends from the river St. John’s to | 





The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


amendment. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to ask one question. 

3efore these improvements were commenced, was | 

there any navigation at all in this proposed pas- || 


Mr. MALLORY. 
vessels. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It has always been so | 
before these improvements commenced? 

Mr. MALLORY. Undoubtedly; the naviga- | 
tion is very extensive. There are simply three | 
large islands which lie seaward of the main land, | 
and form the inland passage from the river St. | 


Yes, sir, for small-sized | 





Florida. The inside is the inland passage, which, | 
having been inclosed, forced the commerce of 
that portion of the country to go seaward. Itis 
a work under the charge of the topographical 
— for years, and surveys have been repeatedly 
made. 

The bill was ordered to be encrossed fora third 
reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. IVERSON. Ido not wish to interpose 


these improvement bills, whether south or north. 
Ido not wish to be understood as acquiescing 
in any one of them. 

Mr. HUNTER called for the yeas and nays; 
but they were not ordered. 








The bill was passed. 


HARBOR OF MOBILE. 
The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 


Dog river bar, Choctaw Pass, and 
the Lower Flat, which appropriates $100,000. 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I have the estimates 
I think it, 
next to the mouth of the Mississippi, the most 
important improvement in the South. 
fir. FITZPATRICK. If the Senate desires 
any statement from me, I am ready to say that I 


at the present session any more meritorious than 
this. Upon my. constitutional principles I can- 
not vote for the bill; but if the Senate is satisfied 
[** All right.’’} 


Mr. CLAY. If it is the pleasure of the Sen- 





| 


will do so. I will forbear, | 


[* No! Not} 


| then, and promise to do it hereafter, at a more | 


convenient season. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
| 
' 
| 


_ reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HUDSON RIVER. 


The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee 
of the Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 412) to 
continue the improvement of the Hudson river, 
which appropriates $50,000. | 


Mr. PUGH. 
Albany? . 

Mr. FISH. Below Troy. 

The bill was reported to the Sen 


Is it to be expended above 


ate Without 
ra third 


HARBOR OF PROVIDENCE, 


The bill (S. No. 424) for continuing the j, 
—— of the harbor of Providence, Rhode 
sland, was considered by the Senate, as in Com. 
mittee of the Whole. It appropriates ¢75 4 . 
It was reported to the Senate without ame: 


NU, 


d. 
read the third time, and passed. 5 
STEAM DREDGE ON LAKE MICHIGAN, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the W 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 127) for 
the construction of the steam dredge for Laks 
Michigan. It appropriates $25,500 for that pur. 

ose. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoy; 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a thi; 
reading, read the third time, and passed. : 


WAGON ROAD TO CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. WELLER. I understand that the riye; 
and harbor bills are now disposed of. I have had 
no appropriations for my State, and I am asking 
for none—at all events, not now; but I reported 


hole, 


ur- 


| several weeks since a bill to provide for the con. 


struction of a wagon road from El Paso, on the 
Rio Grande, to Fort Yuma, which ison the bound. 
ary line of California. {tis a bill which has the 
sanction of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and I ask the Senate to take it up and pass i 
now. 

Mr. HUNTER. I must ask that the Army 
appropriation bill be taken up. 

Mr. STUART. That can be done to-morrow, 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not wish to have it 
acted upon now, but let us take it up and adjourn 


| on it, so that it may come up to-morrow morning, 


Mr. WELLER. I intended, when [ first ob- 
tained the floor, to move to take up the Pacific 
railroad bill, but I did not wish to excite the op- 
position of my friend from Virginia, nor to pro- 
voke any debate at this late hour of the day. The 
bill which I have moved to take up will not, [ 
apprehend, lead to any discussion. The Senate 
passed a bill appropriating $300,000 for the con- 
struction of a road by what may be denominated 
the northern route. I introduced a bill at the 
same time, appropriating $200,000 for the south- 
ern, or Gila route, which is very much traveled, 
and in some respects has advantages over the 
northern route. I think we can pass that bill 
now; I move to take it up. 

The motion was apread 162 and the bill (S. No. 
336) for constructing a military road from El 
Paso on the Rio Grande, to Fort Yuma at the 
mouth of the Gila river, and for establishing mili- 
tary posts thereon, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. WELLER. I move to strike out “ Fl 
Paso”? and insert “from a point opposite El 
Paso in the Territory of New Mexico.”’ E] Paso 
is in the State of Texas. 

The amendment was agreed to. The bill was 
reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. The bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, ws 
read the third time, and passed; and its title was 
amended by striking out ‘¢ El Paso”? and insert- 


| ing ‘*a point opposite to El] Paso.”’ 


THOMAS FITZGERALD. 


Mr. STUART. [ appeal to the Senate to take 
up a small pension bill which is very importast 
to the individual. It is simply to give to te 
widow of the late Colonel Fitzgerald who 1s 
known to many Senators here, for he was & 
member of this body for some time, the pension 
which was allowed to him as a soldier in the war 
of 1812, for wounds received by him, in conse- 
quence of which he died. I move now to take 
up that bill. 3 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
421) for the relief of the children of ‘Thomas 
Fitzgerald was read a second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It is proposed that the pension of eight dollars 
per month, ted to Thomas Fitzgerald for 
injuries received in the war of 1812, shall be 
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<tended to his widow, during her widowhood, 
"2 afer her death or marriage, to their children, 
‘no their minority; to commence from the 
of the last payment to Thomas Fitzgerald, 
oS PUART. i move to amend the bill by 
- ating after the word ‘* widow,”’ 
« Lucey Fitzgerald.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CLA ¥, 
that, in case of the death or marriage of the widow, 


the pension shall go to the children during their 


It should read: ‘until such children 


minority. , A 
attain the age of sixteen years.”’ There is no 


the words | 


There is one provision of the bill | 
certainly ought to be corrected. Itprovides | 


se of which IT have ever heard, in which we | 
ave allowed a pension to achild until he attained 


the age of: twenty-one years. 
“Mr. STUART. I will not object to the amend- 
ent. 
The amendment was agreed to; and the bill re- 
norted to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. The bill was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading; and was read 
the third time, and passed, Its title was amended 
so as to read, ** A bill for the relief of Lucy Fitz- 
cerald, the widow, and the children, of Thomas 
Fitzgerald.” 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. I give notice that, at one 
o’clock to-morrow, I shall ask the Senate to take 
up the Army appropriation bill. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. WELLER. I propose now that we shall 
fix the hour of meeting for eleven o’clock. Does 
f iybody object to that? 

Several Senators objected. 

Mr. WELLER. Then I give notice that [ 


hanging the hour of meeting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution upon the table on that subject. 

Mr. WELLER. Then I give notice that I 
shall call it up to-morrow. 

Subsequently, Mr. WELLER moved to take 
up the resolution; but his motion was not agreed 
to. 

NANCY WEATHERFORD. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. | I ask the Senate to consider 
the House bill (No. 253) to continue the pension 
of Mrs. Nancy Weatherford. She is the widow 
of Colonel Weatherford, of the Illinois regiment, 
who distinguished himself at the battle of Buena 
Vista. Itis a clear case, and the bill ought to be 
acted upon at once. 

The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 


There is a} 








sory note or change ticket, or anything else promising or 
agreeing to pay money, intending to circulate as money, or 
the tending of Which shali be to circulate as money or cur 
rency ; and the violation of any one of the provisions of this 


| section shall be a forfeiture of the charter herein granted, 
; and a fine of fifty dollars against each one of the directors 
| voting for the same. 


_ Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the debts and 
liabilities of the said corporation shall not at any time ex 
ceed the amount of the capital, and that each stockholder 


shall be held liable, in his or her individual capacity, for all 
| the debts and liabilities of the corporation, however incurred 


or contracted, to be recovered by suit, as other debts and 


liabilities, in any court or before any tribunal having juris- 
diction of the casé. 


On motion of Mr. BROWN, the amendments 
were concurred in. 


The amendment of the House to the bill (S. 
No. 53) to amend the charter of Georgetown, in 


| the District of Columbia, which is to strike out 


| the words “are hereby required,’? was, on mo- | 


Whole, to consider the bill, which proposes to | 


extend the pension heretofore granted to Mrs. 


Weatherford, for five years front the 4th day of | 


July, 1854. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BILLS. 


A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, by Mr. Barcuay, Assistant Clerk, 
announcing the passage of the following bills; 
which, on motion of Mr. Brown, were severally 
read a first and second time by their titles, and 


referred to the Committee cn the District of Co- | 


lumbia: 


_A bill (H.. R. No. 214) to extend the jurisdic- 
tion of the corporation of the city of Washington 
over the lower Eastern Branch, or Navy-Yard 
bridge, and to regulate travel upon the upper 
Eastern Branch, or Bennigg’s bridge, and for other 
purposes, ’ 

A bill (A. R. No. 215) to authorize the circuit 
court of the District. of Columbia to decree the 
sale of real estate in certain cases. 

A bill (H.R. No. 544) to incorporate the 
Washington Benzole Gas-Light Company. 

The bill (S. No. 87) to establish a library for 
young men in the District of Columbia, was 
returned from the House of Representatives with 
an amendment, to add the following additional 
sections: 


Seo. 8. And be it further enacted, That it shall be lawfal 
Congress at any time to amend or repeal this act. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That nothing in this 
act shall be construed to authorize said corporation to make, 
issue, Or pet into circulation, any bill, draft, eheek, promis- 





tion of Mr. Brown, concurred in. 
The bill (S. No. 265) to incorporate the Colum- 


bia Library, Capitol Hill, was returned from the | 


House with the following amendment: 


Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the debts and 


liabilities of the said corporation shall not at any time ex- 
ceed the amount of their capital, and that each stockholder 
shail be held liable, in his or her individual capacity, for all 
the debts and liabilities of the corporation, however incurred 
or contracted, to be recovered by suit as other debts and 
liabilities, in any court or before any tribunal having juris- 
diction of the same. 


On motion of Mr. BROWN, the amendment 
was concurred in. 


TOLEDO CUSTOM-HOUSE,. 

Mr. PUGH. 
joint resolution (S. No. * relative to the build- 
ing for a custom-house and post office at Toledo, 
in the State of Ohio. It is recommended by the 
Committee on Commerce, and I wish to offer an 


; * * || amendment which [ believe will satisfy all: par- 
shallask leave to-morrow to submit a resolution || 


ties. 


I ask the Senate to take up the | 


The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the | 


Whole, to consider the joint resolution, which 


proposes to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- || 


ury to extend the custom-house building at To- 
oa 


» by the addition of another story, or other- | 
| wise, as he may deem expedient; for which pur- | 


pose an appropriation is made of $20,000, with 
ten per cent. for contingencies. 

Mr. PUGH. I move thisamendmentto come 
in at the end of the resolution: 


Provided, That no money shall be expended under the 
authority of this resolution, until the Secretary shall have 
contracted, upon sucli security as he may approve, for the 
completion of the said building so enlarged, at a sum equal 
to or less than the amount heretofore and hereby appropri- 
ated. 


The amendment was agreed to; and the reso- 
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were offered £10,000 for her ransom, which they 
refused. 

Upon her arrival at Camden, she was seized by 
the United States revenue officers, and, together 
with her cargo, decreed forfeited and confiscated 
to the United States, and was sold at aution, by 
order of the United States court, for the sum of 
$69,790 64. The expenses attending the confis- 
cation and both sales were 3,364 31, leaving the 
net proceeds of both sales $66,426 34, one haif 
of which ($33,213 17) was paid by Josiah Hook, 


collector of Penobscot district, into the Treasury 


of the United States in 1815. 


| Ansel Wilkinson. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ANSEL WILKINSON. 
Mr. MALLORY. There isa House bill which 


has been reported from the Committtee on Mili- 
tary Affairs with an amendment, giving a pension 
to Ansel Wilkinson, who was a pilot on the lakes 
in the last war with Great Britain. The Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs have struck out $25 a 
month and inserted $17 50. I am advised that 
unless we pass it now it may be lostin the House. 
It is a small matter, but very important to the 
individual, and [ ask the Senate to consider the 
amendment now. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 238) for the relief of 
The amendment of the com- 
mittee was agreed to, the bill was reported to the 
Senate as amended, and the amendment made 


| as in Committee of the Whole was concurred in. 
| The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, 


and the bill to be read a third time. It was read 


the third time, and passed. 
JOSHUA KIRBY. 
Mr. CLAY. I ask the Senate to take up the 
bill (S. No. 275) giving to Joshua Kirby and the 


| widow of John McNary the right to enter the 


land covered by the life reserve of John McNary 
under the Cherokee treaties of 1817 and 1819. It 
has been unanimously reported by the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. Joshua Kirby has paid 
for the land, and the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office is satisfied he ought to have the title 
for it; and inasmuch as he does not feel, under 
the laws of the United States, at liberty to con- 
firm his title, requires legislative action. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 


|| ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 


lution was ens to the Senate as amended, | 


and the amendment was concurredin. The reso- 


sider the bill which, was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, with an amend- 


| ment to strike out all after the enacting clause, and 


| lution was ordered to be engrossed for a third || 


| reading, was read the third time, and passed. 


WEST DRINKWATER AND OTHERS. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 
up a priwate bill (EH. R. No. 205) for the relief of 
est Drinkwater and others, which has passed 
the House of Representatives, and been reported 
unanimously by 
this body. 


If any explanation is necessary, I 
can give it. 


I ask the Senate to take | 


The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the | 


Whole, to consider the bill. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to West Drinkwater, Kingsbury Dun- 
can, Jonathan Clark, Samuel Duncan, and John 
Duncan, or to such persons as may be legally 
authorized to receive the same, as their heirs or 
legal representatives, the sum of $33,213 17, being 
the amount paid into the Treasury of the United 
States, and placed to the account of fines, penal- 
ties, and forfeitures, in consequence of a suit— 
the United States vs. sloop Mary and cargo— 
in the district court of Maine, Januar 
1815. Noah Miller as captain, and West Drink- 
water, Kingsbury Duncan, Jonathan Clark, Sam- 


uel Duncan, and John Duncan, jr.,as boat’s crew, | 


allof Northport, Maine, captured the British sloop 
Mapsy, on the morning of November 14, 1814, in 


Penobscot bay, and carried her into Camden; the | 


sloop was from Halifax, bound to Castine, and | 


was laden with a valuable carge of clothing and | 


other supplies for the British troops then occupy- | 


ing that 
of her destination when taken. Her eaptors 


insert: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to cause to be issued to Joshua 
Kirby, of Alabama, a patent tor lots two, three, four, five, 


| Six, seven, and eight, containing three hundred and twenty 


the Committee on Claims of || 


acres of land, in the tract of land surveyed as the “ life 
reserve” of John McNary, under the Cherokee treaties of 
1817 and 1819, situated in fractional townships four aod 
five south, of range six east, in the district of lands subject 
to sale at Huntsville, Alabama: Provided, The said Joshua 
Kirby shall produce satisfactory proof of the transfer, or 
obligation to transfer, to him, by said John McNary and his 
heirs, of their interest in said three hundred and twenty 
acres of land, and of the continued residence of said John 
McNary upon said reserve until his death: dnd provided 
further, That such patent shall only operate as a relim 
quishment of title on the part of the United States, and 
shall not affect the rights of any third person. 


The amendment was agreed to. The bill was 


| reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


and April, || 


ment made as in Committee of the Whole was 
concurred in. The bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed for. a third reading, was read a third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. CLAY. [ more to amend the title by 
striking out, ‘‘and the widow of John McNary,” 
as the committee did not report in her favor. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WIDOW OF GENERAL HAMER. 


Mr. WELLER. I move to take up a little bill 
that allows the widow of General Thomas L. 
Hamer five years’half pay. I had the honor of 
serving under General Hamer in the Mexican 
war in the same brigade which he commanded. 
The bill has been under the charge of my friend 
from Ohio, but as he is so modest a gentleman 
that he can very rarely obtain the floor, | have 


lace, and was within five or six miles |} taken care of it now. 


Mr. PUGH. 


I give way to the Senator frotn 
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California in consideration of his having served || I think should be taken up and acted upon. We | 
| ought to meet now at eleven o’clock. 


under General Hamer. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


ry’ | 
The Senator || 
from California moves to take up the bill (5. No. || 


4233) for the relief of Katharine M. Hamer, widow || 


of the late General Thomas L. Hamer. 


The motion was agreed to; and the bill was || 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
was reported from the Committee on Pensions 
with an amendment in the nature of a substitute, 
proposing to allow her half the monthly pa to 
which her husband was entitled at the time of his 
death. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 1 should like to ask 
my honorable friend how much money that will 
give this lady ? 

Mr. PUGLL. Half the pay of her husband. 
It does not include rations or allowance. Itis 
half the pay proper. 

Mr. CLAY. I do not like to object to this 
bill; but it exceeds the rate of pension now al- 
lowed to any widow, and [| cannot agree to go 
for it. 

Mr. PUGH. We have passed, to my knowl- 


edge, one bill this session, in the very words of | 


It || 


The motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk read the proposed order, as follows: | 


Ordered, That on aad after Monday next, the daily bour 


| olution; which was considered b 


of meeting of the Senate shall be eleven o’clock, until other- || 


wise ordered. 


Mr. HUNTER. To-morrow will be Friday, 


| and I move to amend by inserting that day. 


this bill, for 1 copied it, so that my triend from || 


Alabama is mistaken. 

Mr. CLAY. Then I must say that it passed 
without my concurrence or knowledge, Under 
the general law, no pension so large as that is 
allowed. The half pay of a lieutenant colonel 
is the highest allowed, and hence I am obliged to 
oppose the bill. I now cannot state the amount, 


but I know it exceeds any that has been allowed, | 


to my knowledge, and I think no precedent can 
be found for it. I shall oppose the passage of 


the bill, and be obliged to call for the yeas and | 


nays. 
Mr. PUGH. The Senator is mistaken in sup- | 


posing that there have been no bills passed of || 


this sort. In every instance where the widow 
of a general officer has had her case before Con- 
gress—I have observed a number of them—we | 


have given half pay. ‘The Senator from Califor- || ; be ) , : 
nia and myself have both been a little in the ser- || V. Vandiver, praying to be allowed a pension on 
vice, and we know that the pay is scarcely one || 
half what the officer actually receives. ‘The rest || 
of it is under the denominations of rations, and | 


forage, and other things; and when we say one 
half pay, we do not include any allowance. 

Mr. MALLORY. 
give? How much is it? 

Mr. PUGH. 
general, 

Mr. WELLER. I think the pay of a briga- 
dier general is $104 a month; and this is to allow 
half of that. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
adjourn. 


Mr. CLAY called for the yeas and nays, and 
ey were ordered; and being taken, resulted— || ; 
they e ordered; eee » resulted— || cate certain warrants for land granted to the late 


yeas 10, nays 7; as follows: 


What pay does this bill | 
Half the pay of a brigadier | 


I move that the Senate | 





YEAS—Messrs. Biggs, Bright, Clay, Collamer, Fitzpat- 
rick, Foot, James, Reid, Thompson of Kentucky, and | 
‘Trumbull——10,. 


tion of Mr. WELLER, it was 


Several Senarors. 


Say Monday. 
Mr. STUART. 


Let it stand as it is. 

Mr. HUNTER. We have buta few days of 
the session left. The measures which gentlemen 
are pressing can be finished in the morning hours, 
otherwise they will interfere with the appropria- 
tion bills. It will takeevery hour after one o’clock 
now to get through with them. In the two hours 
of the morning we can get through with a great 
deal of business. 


Mr. WELLER. 


The amendment was agreed to; and it was 


Ordered, That after to-day the daily hour of meeting of 
the Senate shall be eleven o’clock, a. m., until otherwise or- 
dered. 


MEXICAN BOUNDARY. | 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 


Senate a communication from the President of the 


United States, transmitting the report of Major || ge ae : ° 
2 = a J | rolled bill (H.R. No. 73) to provide for carryins 


W. H. Emory, United States commissioner on | 
the survey of the boundary between the United 
States and the Republic of Mexico; and on mo- 


Resolved, That the report of the boundary commission | 


| be referred to the Committee on Printing, with instructions 


to inquire into the expediency of printing, for the use of the | 


| Senate, five thousand copies of the maps and reports proper | 
| of the commission, twenty-five hundred copies of the 


appendix, containing the reports of the botany and nat- | 
ural history of the country adjacent to the boundary, and | 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. IVERSON presented the petition of George | 


account of sickness contracted while employed in | 
the removal of the Cherokee Indians; which was | 


| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. DODGE presented the memorial of Charles || 


| Waterman, praying the confirmation of the title | 


| Marquis De La Fayette, of which he was the 


NAYS—Messrs. Douglas, Harlan, Mallory, Pugh, Stuart, | 


Wade, and Yulee—7. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, Jugust 7, 1856. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal. He 
was apr by 

Mr. WELLER, who said: I move to dispense | 
with the reading of the yeas and nays in the | 


Journal. Everybody looks to the newspapers | 
for that. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
unanimous consent, 

Mr. BUTLER. I think they ought always to 
be read. I object. 
Mr. HUNTER. The Journal should be read 

certainly. 
‘The reading was proceeded with, and the Jour- 
nal of yesterday was approved. 
HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr, HUNTER. I suggest that there isa res- | 
olution on the table in regard to the hour of meet- 


ing, offered by the Senator from Missouri, which 


e 


It requires | 


|| Legislature of Lowa, in favor of extending in- 
| creased mail facilities on the route from Chauton 
| to Plattsmouth, in that State; which was referred 

to the Committee on the Post Office and Post || 
| Roads. 


|| increase of pension; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Pensions. 


° . . ry - . } 
to certain lands in Milwaukee, Wisconsin; which 


| of the collection district of Bristol and Warren, 
| Rhode Island, praying for an appropriation for 
| enlarging the custom-house and post office build- | 
| ing proposed to be erected in thatdistrict; which || 
| was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SLIDELL presented the memorial of |! 
'| Thomas J. Ruesell and Antonio J. Noda, sub- 


Joseph Menard, praying for permission to relo- 


assignee; which was referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. ‘ 
Mr. HARLAN presented a resolution of the 


He also presented the petition of Gustave A. 
Lundberg, an invalid pensioner, praying for an 





Mr. BROWN presented a petition of citizens 
of Mississippi, praying for the establishment of | 
a mail route from Canton to Hiilsboro’, in that | 
State; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. | 
On motion of Mr. SEWARD, it was 


Ordered, That Frances M, Webster have leave to with- 
draw her petition and papers. 


RELATIONS WITH HONDURAS. 


Mr. WELLER submitted the following reso- | 
lution; which was considered by unanifhous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to communicate to the Senate any correspond- 
ence in the possession of the State Department, in relation 
to the refusal by the Honduras Government to receive & | 
commercial agent from this country, j 


| for the United States at Loo Choo Islands. 


| may lie on the table, unless the 


August 7 


i 
————_ 
CONSULATE AT LOO CHOO ISLANpg 


Mr. SEWARD submitted the 


following pos. 


Y Unanimg 
consent, and agreed to: us 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if not jy 
patible with the public interest, to comiianicar gprs 
Senate any information which he may have. ¢ cae 


: Ogether win 
his opinion, on the expediency of establishing a Consulate 


WEST DRINKWATER AND OTHERS 

Mr. PUGH. I move to reconsider 
on the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 995 
was passed yesterday, for the relief 
Drinkwater and others. I ask th 


the Vote 
) which 
of Wi St 


at that m ition 


. 
Senator from 
Maine wishes to be heard. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Motior 


| will be entered. 


I move to insert the words, || 
| ‘after to-day,’’ instead of ‘* Monday.”’ 1] 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judica 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILI,. 
The bill (H.R. No. 202) making appropria. 
expenses of Government for the year ending th. 
30th of June, 1857, and for other purposes, was 
read the first and second time by unanimous con. 
sent, and referred to the Committee on Finanep 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed an ep. 
into effect the first article of the treaty between 


the United States and her Majesty the Queey 
of the kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, of 


| the 15th day of June, 1846. 


Also an act for the relief of the Columbian 
Harmony Society of the city of Washington; and 
An act to provide for the public instruction of 
youth in primary schools throughout the county 


| of Washington, in the District of Columbia, with- 


that two hundred and fifty copies of the latter be furnished | out the limits of the cities of Washington and 


| the United States commissioner. i| Georgetown. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FESSENDEN, from the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred a motion to print 
the proceedings of the Medical Association on 
the subject of epidemic cholera, reported in favor 
of printing the same. 

The eer was concurred in. 


Mr. REID, from the Committee on Indian Af. 


| fairs, to whom was referred the petition of Wil- 
| was referred to the Committee on Private Land || 
| Claims. 

Mr. JAMES presented a memorial of citizens || 


liam Leonard, reported that the prayer of the 
petitioner be not granted. 
Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Na- 


| val Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial 


|| of the officers of the pet expedition, submitted 


an adverse report; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the petition of 


mitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 


|| 435) to compensate the registers and receivers 
|| of the land offices in Florida for services in the 
|, entry of certain lands; which was read, and passed 
| to a second reading. 


The report was ordered to 


| be printed. 





| racks and quarters, rhe 


Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Military 


|| Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of Su- 


sannah T. Lea, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill (S. No. 436) for the relief of Susannah 
. Lea, widow and administratrix of James Ma- 


| glemen, late of the city of Baltimore, deceased; 


which was read, and passed to a second reading. 
Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. No. 
180) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, and for repairs of bar- 
the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1857, reported it with amendments. 
Mr. BIGGS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, toewhom was referred the bill (R. 
H. No. 345) forthe relief of the heirs and legal rep- 


| resentatives of Mrs. Magdalene Bouton, widow 


| 


of De la Ronde, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 346) for the re- 
lief of the heirs and legal representatives of Ignacio 
Delino, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill (H. R. No, 347) to confirm 
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ye title of Ruhama Whitaker and Rebecca Whit- | 
k r to certain lands in the State of Louisiana, 
_noarted it without amendment, and submitted a | 
ort; which was ordered to be printed. 
, Hi also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 348) for the re- 
fof the heirs and legal representatives of Ber- 
ward Hempkin, reported it without amendment, 
‘nd submitted a report; which was ordered to be | 
prigiets » from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (Hl. R. No. 350) for the re- 
lief of the heirs and legal representatives of Louis | 
Reggio, reported it withoutamendment, and sub- 
mitted a report; which was ordered to be printed. || 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (CH. R. No. 351) to extend 
the rights granted by the act approved 7th Jan- || 
vary, 1903, entitled ‘* An act authorizing certain 
soldiers of the late war with Great Britain to sur- 
render the bounty lands drawn by them, and to || 
locate others in lieu thereof,” reported it without 
pm .ndment, and submitted a report; which was | 
ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS ON SATURDAY. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I desire to sub- | 
mit a proposition to the Senate, which I hope 
they will consider favorably. It is known to the 
Sepate that we have not been in the habit of sit- 
ting on Saturday. The Senator from NewJersey, | 
(Mr. Tuomson,] a few days since, introduced a 
resolution calling for information from the De- 
partment touching the conquest of California. He 
wishes, as [learn from him, to address the Senate || 
on that subject, or rather he desires to make a | 

litical speech. I desire to do the same thing. | 
Neither of us wishes to occupy any portion of 
the working hours of the Senate; and, therefore, 
if itis agreeable to the body, we ask them to sit 

n Saturday, and will impose on no gentleman 

iecessity of coming here unless he chooses to 
me. [ presume no business will be done except 
the morning business, and therefore I ask the 
Senate to give us the privilege to come here on || 
Saturday to make our speeches. 

Mr. MASON. I will cheerfully accede to the 
request of the Senator, but I had it in view to ask 
the Senate to meet on Saturday for executive 
business. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I have no doubt || 
the Senator will have ample time for an executive 
session, either before or after that. 

Mr. MASON. I had drawn up a resolution, | 
asking the Senate to meet on Saturday for. exec- 
utive business. We can meet at eleven o’clock, || 
and the executive business will not occupy more 
thanan hour or two. At any rate, | shall agree || 
at one o'clock to yield to the gentleman. I sup- 
pose that will be acceptable. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then 1 make | 
the motion to take up the resolution of the Sen- || 
ator from New Jersey, and make it the special 
order for one o’clock on Saturday. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Ishould be very, happy to 
hear my friends from Tennessee and New Jersey; | 
but there is so much public busitiess of great im- 
portance pressing on the attention of the Senate, |! 
that | cannot consent to become a party to any 
arrangement that will postpone it. I readily agree 
that we shall sit on Satendaw. I am willing to go 
into executive session, and transact all the busi- 
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to go on with anything except the fair and legit- 
imate business of the Bonnie. We have no time 
for political discussions now. There is a great 
deal of very important business to be done; and 
although I should be extremely happy to hear 
my honorable friends from Tennessee and New 
Jersey, I cannot consent to have the time of the 
Senate taken up with a discussion, so as to ex- 
clude other matters of business, at this time. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1am as far from | 
desiring that as the Senatorfrom Delaware. I 
suppose that the Senate will not deny me the | 
privilege of making any sort of a speech that I | 
| 


choose when I get the floor tomakeone. I have 
made the motion in deference to other Senators. 
ne is a day not usually occupied in busi- 
hess. We have never sata single Saturday this | 
Session; and it was to consult the feelings and | 
Proprieties of the Senate that I made the propo- | 
sition. If the Senate chooses to deny us, this | 
privilege, all | have to say is, that I shall make 


| Senate. 


| cretion. j 
| to set apart a whole day for the purposes of that 
discussion. Of course the Senator from Tennes- | 
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my speech on the first bill that comes up, and I 
suppose it will take as much time then, or perhaps 
more, than by granting what we ask. 

Mr. SEWARD. As far as | am concerned, 


| Lagree that itis a very modest and reasonable 


request on the part of those two Senators, and 
{ think it is the general sense of the Senate to 


| agree to it. 


Mr. CLAYTON. I do not agree with the 
honorable Senator from New York, that it is the 


|| general sense of the Senate that this course should 
| be taken, and a whole day devoted to these polit- | 


ical discussions. Nor do | know upon what 


| authority that honorable Senator undertakes to 


say for himself what is the general sense of the 
He has no moreright to say what is the 
general sense of the Senate than | have. Now, 
sir, there are some very important bills which 
must be pressed to a decision when they come 


| up. I shall be very happy to hear all this discus- 
| sion. | cannot prevent my friend from Tennessee 


making his speech, if he chooses te do itin his dis- 
Alll have to say is, that [ do not agree 


see can speak when he pleases, if he chooses to 


| take upon himself the responsibility of inter- 
| rupting the general business with a political dis- 


cussion. Il have not denied that; but Ido not 
think with the Senator from New York, that it 


| is the general sense of the Senate at this time, 


that such a request should be complied with. If 


| he desires to ascertain the fact, let us put the 


question, and see whether it is the general sense 
of the Senate. 

Mr. MASON. Allow me to offer a resolution 
to go into executive session on Saturday at eleven 
o’clock, and at one o'clock the Senate can dispose 
of the rest of the day as they think proper. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a 
motion pending which will have to be acted on 
first. 

Mr. HUNTER. I suggest, by way of com- 
promise, inasmuch as all the time after one o’clock 
will be necessary for the appropriation bills for 
the residue of the session, that the morning hours 
from eleven to one o’clock be given to the gentle- 
men who desire to make speeches. One o’clock 
will do for the appropriation bills; and let my 


| colleague ask for Monday from eleven to one 


o’clock for executive business. 
may be accommodated. 
Mr. MASON. I feela very confident assurance 


In that way all 


| that in two hours, and probably in less time, we | 


can dispose of so much of the executive business 


at least as I have charge of, and I know on Mon- | 


day there will be a pressure. IL prefer that the 
Senate should give me Saturday, and after that, 


| if the Senator from Tennessee, or any other gen- 
| tleman, desires any other business to be taken up, 


it can be done. | hope the question will be taken 
on my resolution, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
question is on the motion of the Senator from 
‘Tennessee. 

Mr JONES, of Tennessee. That will not 
conflict with the motion of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia. I ask to make the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey the special order for Sat- 
urday, at one o’elock. 


Mr. HUNTER, I would prefer the Senator 


| to make it the special order during the morning 
ness to be done there. I do not wish, however, | 


hours, from eleven to one o’clock. 
’ 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would do that 


but for the fact that it will conflict with your col- | 


league. 
Mr. HUNTER. Why cannot my colleague 
agree to ask for the morning hours of Monday? 
Mr. MASON. If my colleague will allow the 
vote to be taken on my resolution, | suggest to 


the Senator from Tennessee to withdraw his mo- | 


tion. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Very well. Then | 


I will offer mine afterwards. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the following resolution, offered by the Sen- 
ator from Virginia: 


Resolved, That the Senate will proceed at eleven o’clock 


on Saturday next, to the consideraion of executive busi- | 


ness. 


Mr. DODGE. I hope that will be done. I 
have a number of appointments from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce that ought to be acted upon. 
I hope the resolution of the Senator from Virginia 


The first || 


1967 
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| will be passed so as to enable me to get through 
with my executive business as chairman of that 
committee at the time when he presents his. 
Mr. HUNTER. I will not object to the reso- 
lution, but Iam unwilling to agree to it if we are 
to give up all the time after one o’clock to 
speeches, because it wiil shut out the appropria- 


|| tion bills entirely. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I now move to 
take up the resolution of the Senator from New 


Jersey, and make it the special order for Saturday 
at one o’clock. 

Mr. COLLAMER. 
first. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re 
quested to furnish this body with copies of the dispatches 
from Commodore Stockton in 1846, forwarded by Mr. 


Cliristopher Carson, giving an account of bis operations in 
California. 


Also, if in the possession of the Government, any dis 
patches or history from Messrs. W. B. Ide, John Grgsby, 
and Samue! Nash, relative to the declaration of independ 
ence, and the hoisting of the bear flag in California, pre 
viously to the arrival of Commodore Sioat on that station. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first ques- 
tion is on taking up the resolution. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. My proposition 
is to postpone it, and make it the special order 
for Saturday, at one o’clock. 

Mr. HUNTER. I suggest to the Senator from 
Tennessee, whether it would not satisfy him to 
say Monday, at eleven o'clock, so as to havea 
part of Saturday for the appropriation bills? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I have but one 
desire, and that is to consult the wishes of the 
Senate, and to save the time of the Senate. lam 
willing to agree to anything—but I think Satur- 
day is a day which will less interfere with the 
public business than any other. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
now is on postponing the further consideration of 
the resoluuon, and making it the special order 
for Saturday, at one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT DETROIT. 


Mr. STUART asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to bring in a joint resolution 
| (S. R. No. 37) for enlarging the custom-house, 

post office, and court-house, at Detroit, Michigan; 
which was read a first and second time by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to ask action on the 
joint resolution. It is necessary that the resolu- 
tion should be acted on, that the contract may be 
made by the Seeretary of the Treasury to erect 

| these buildings. 

Mr. HUNTER. Has it been referred? 

| Mr. STUART. Yes, sir; and has the approval 
of the Department. 

1 3y unanimous consent, the joint resolution was 


1 wish to have it read 


| considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
| authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to cause 
the building at Detroit for a custom-house, post 
| office, and court-house, to be increased in length 
from the plan heretofore adopted for that purpose, 
not to exceed twenty-five feet, and to modify and 
enlarge the plan so as to adapt it to the increased 
length, if the extension can be accomplished at 
an expense not exceeding $30,000, and ten per 
centum for superintendence and contingencies, 
which sum is appropriated. 
The joint jedelution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT MITCHELL. 


Mr. STUART. The.Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. No. 
20 )-for the relief of Robert Mitchell have instructed 
me to report back the bill, and recommend its 

massage. 

Mr. CLAY. The bill just reported for the 
relief of Robert Mitchell is simply to confirm a 
title to an Indian reservation of land purchased 
by Mitchell, not of the reservee, but of her vendee. 
It is proper that it should be confirmed. It isa 
matter in which the Government has really no 
interest whatever, and 1 hope the Senate will 
take it up and act on it at once. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
|| ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to consider 
'| the bill which authorizes Robert Mitchell to enter 
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the lots B, C, and D, of fractional section nine- 
teen, of township sixteen, range twenty-one, of 
land subject to sale at Montgomery, labama, | 
on producing satisfactory proof to the land offi- | 
cer, subject to the approval of the Commissioner 


of the General Land Office of the occupancy of | 
the lands, and paying therefor the price of $1 25. || 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, and was | 


LOTS IN PRAIRIE DU CHIEN. 

Mr. WILSON. I am directed by the Com- | 
mittee on Private Land Claims to report back 
the bill (H. R. No. 352) to confirm to certain 
yersons therein named their titles to certain lots 
in Prairie du Chien, in Wisconsin, without amend- 
ment, and recommend its passage. 1 move to | 
put the bill on its passage now. 
There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 


the third time, and passed. | 


as in Committee of the Whole to consider the || 


bill. It was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


OCEAN MAIL TRANSPORTATION. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, I am desi- 
rous to discharge myself of a very considerable 
responsibility devolved upon me somewhat un- 
expectedly. The Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, to whom was referred the bill 


(S. No. 410) to authorize the Postmaster General |! 
to contract for the transportation of the mails of || 


the United States from New York to Southamp- | 
ton, have reported that bill, and the acting chair- 
man has devolved on me the duty of calling up | 
the bill, and endeavoring to press its considera- | 
tion on the Senate, 
I mean now to perform that duty. If the Sen- | 
ate shall choose to consider it, | stand ready to | 
explain the bill, and the principles on which I | 
understand the committee have acted. I am also | 
ready to propose such amendments as I think | 


will perfect the bill, and make it very valuable to || 


the country. It is re! deliberate opinion, that | 
the passage of the bill, with the amendments 
which [ shall propose, will save half a million of | 
dollars annually to this country, and secure to | 
us greater facilities in the transportation of the 
mails than we enjoy at this time; but | do not 
propose to discuss it; | only say now that I ask | 
the Senate to take up the bill. If it is their 
pleasure not to take it up, I of course shall feel 
myself absolved from all obligations to press the | 


matter further at this time. If it be their pleasure || 


to take it up I stand ready to explain and ad- 
i. 


vocate the bi 


Mr. BIGGS. I reported, from the Committee |! 
on Private Land Claims, a number of bills this || 


morning, Which are barely a relinguishment of | 
the title of the United States to certain lands, and | 
it is due, it seems to me, to the claimants, that | 
they should be put on their passage at once. 1 
have several of them here, and by getting rid of | 


them now we get rid of them forever. There || 


will be no discussion in regard to them. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator | 
from Delaware has a motion pending. 
Mr. BIGGS. I hope the Senator from Dela- 
ware will allow me to have these bills passed. 
Mr. CLAYTON. 


come to a vote on taking up my bill. As L have 
endeavored to explain, itis one of vast importance | 
to the country. If it be the will of the Senate not 
to take it up, | shall be perfectly satisfied. If it 
is their will, there is no time to lose, because, if | 
such a measure is to be passed, it should be passed | 
atonce. I ask, as a test proposition, that the 

eas and nays may be recorded on the motion. 

f the Senate decide that they will not take up 
the measure, I have discharged my duty, and I | 
am satisfied. If the Senate should agree to take 
it up, I will explain it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. COLLAMER. In relation to the taking | 
up of the bill named by the Senator from Dela- | 
ware, I desire the attention of the Senate for ashort | 
time. Iam desirous that the Senate shall be ap- | 
prised of what is necessarily involved in that bill, | 
and if the Senate then feel disposed to take it up, | 
1 shall of course yield. 

This is a bill introduced by the Senator from 
Delaware, for the purpose of directing, and not 





i N. I beg to say to my friend || 
from North Carolina, that I desire the Senate to || 


i Mr. FITZPA 


— 


| 
| make a certain contract, with a certain man, for 
| a certain sum, to doa certain job; and that is to 

carry the mail across the Atlantic, between New 
| York and Southampton. 


| This subjectcame early before the committee at 


| from men who had contracts with the Govern- 


ment in relation to the carrying of the mails | 
across the Atlantic, and who asked for a renewal 


of those contracts. The Committee on the Post 
| men perhaps have not examined, is to — 
that the whole subject of contracts, for th 


| and foreign countries, shall be put under the di- 
| rection and control of the Secretary of the Navy 


Office and Post Roads early attended to the sub- 
| ject. They agreed upon and reported abill by their || 
| chairman [Mr. Rusk] in relation to the whole 

| subject. The purport of that bill, which gentle- | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. __ Au 





and the Postmaster General, and that all contracts | 


which have been made, and are proposed to be || 
i! renewed, shall be ae up to competition. 


That bill has 
number of months. 


ven before the Senate for a 
It is true, thatthe chairman’ 


| has been called home by domestic affliction, and || 


| has not been able to return. He had the partic- 
| ular charge of that bill; and its purport, as I have 
stated, was toembrace this whole subject, and 
leave it inthe hands of the proper Executive De- 
partments, upon the application of the people to 
| enter into proper competition for making proper 
contracts. 

We consider that this is a very grave subject. 
There is involved in it, first, whether steam navi- 
| gation service shall be any more continued or 


5 
'| enlarged, or whether any old contracts shall be 


renewed or new ones made. In the next place, 
it involves the question whether these contracts 
shall be made by special legislation, on applica- 
tions made to Congress by A, B, C, and Con- 


be made with this line at certain prices, and for 
certain services; in short, whether we shall con- 
tinue what has been recently introduced—the busi- 
ness of making congressional contracts. The 





|| committee think it is desirable to avoid that, and 


| have reported the bill accordingly, 
Now, if the bill of the Senator from Delaware, 
in relation to Mr. Vanderbilt, be taken up, it 
| necessarily leads to a debate on the whole sub- 
ject. Asa matter of course, the committee will 
offer their bill as a substitute, as that is what the 
committee agreed upon. That brings up the 
whole subject, and involves also the renewal of 
| some of these contracts, because some of them 
are nearly out, and the memorials of the parties 
are before us, and the present bill comes in com- 
| petition with those memorials and applications. 
| It therefore necessarily opens the whole subject. 


| 


|| If the Senate believe that they have time fairly 


| and fully to consider the subject in all its im- 
portant bearings, now, at this stage of the ses- 
sion, and at the same time pass the necescary 
appropriation bills, they will take it up; but if 
| they do, | hope they will make up their minds 
| beforehand to give a full consideration to the 
| matter, for it must necessarily lead to a great 
Intitude of discussion. My view is, that the con- 
dition of the business of the Senate, at this junc- 
ture of our affairs, is such as will not enable us 
to do it, and we ought not to take up the bill. 
Mr. HUNTER. I move to postpone all prior 
orders, for the purpose of taking up the bill 
making appropriations for the support of the 
Army. It was understood yabibediny that we 
should proceed with that subject at one o’clock 
I make that motion in order to get rid 
of debate on the priority of business. 
Mr.CLAYTON. [ask for the yeas and nays 
on the motion. I desire it to be understood that, 
if the Senate take up the Army bill, [ shall con- 
sider it a decision that it is not their will to take 


|| up the bill which I propose, and I shall bow to 


their decision; but I desire, as that is strictly the 
| issue before the Senate, to have the question 
| taken by yeas and nays. 

| Mr. WELLER. I will say to the Senator 
‘from Delaware that this would be a very bad 
| way of obtaining a test vote, because there are 
| many of us pledged to the Senator from Virginia 
| to assist in getting up the Army bill to-day. 
ICK. I will ask my hone: 


gress direct imperatively that the contracts shall || 





|| a disposition of the bill which wa 


| 


the commencement of this session on memorials || 


| try the sense of the Senate. 
e per- | 
formance of mail steam service on the Atlantic, | 
'| and between the different ports in this country | 


gust 7. 


eee 


merely authorizing, the Post Office Department to || able friend frem Virginia not to ir +} 


asist on th tt 
e me to make 


S made th, 
special order for to-day. I admire his zea) | 


think it is appropriate. I am conscioys thar 
to call on the Senate to pass by a general an a 
priation bill, for one for the benefit of my ae. 
stituents, would not be proper. My bill oy, 
braces a large number of my constituents and | 
merely wish to postpone it to twelve o'clock i 
Tuesda d a 
| Mr. HUNTER. If that vote could be take 
without debate I would be willing to agree to it. 
but Iam afraid there will be debate. Hp had 
| better, insome morning hour, call up this bill, ang 


motion, but to withdraw it, to enabl 


CREEK SPOLIATIONS. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. We have commenon 


| meeting at eleven o’clock now; and I will ge: j; 
through in the morning hour if I can. " 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The special 
order is the bill (S. No. 81) to provide for ),, 
| examination and payment of certain claims fy, 
depredations committed by the Creek Indians. 
| which is now before the Senate. 
|. Mr. FITZPATRICK. I move to postpone 
| it, and make it the special order for twelve o'clock 
| on Tuesday. 
| Mr. CLAYTON, How can that bill be takey 
/up when there is a question pending? 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Because the 
| rule provides that, at the hour of one o’clock, the 
| Chair shall call the special order; and that hour 
| has arrived. 
Mr. CLAYTON. Is that the special order? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the spe. 
| cial order for to-day, and it was made so some 
| days since. 
{r.CLAYTON. The bill to which I allude 
is a special order some days ahead of that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Delaware moved to take up that bill this 
| morning; but the bill of which the Chair has 
| just stated the title is the special order for to-day, 
at one o’clock, and overrides everything, — 

Mr. HUNTER. My motion is to postpone 
all prior orders, and take up the Army appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to give notice, that 
to-morrow I shall move to change the rules of 
the Senate, so as to prevent debate on the priori- 
ty of business for the rest of the session. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Iwish to make one remark 
| in reply to the honorable Senator from California. 
| He says I cannot have a test vote upon the mo- 
| tion of ae friend from Virginia, who moves to 

take up the Army tee bill. I say that 
is a test vote upon the merits of the question of 
taking up the ocean steamer bill. If I cannot 
have it taken up now, I have no hope of taking 
| it up at all, because the honorable Senator from 
Virginia this morning very properly said it will 
take nearly the whole time to pass the appropris- 
‘ tion bills- hereafter. If, therefore, the bill gets 
| the go-by to day, it is in vain to say that we can 
|getitupagain. I ask for the yeas and nays on 
the motion. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will require 
‘unanimous consent to consider the bill of the 
Senator from Delaware. 

fr. CLAY. I object. 

he PRESIDENT pre tempore. Then the 
uestion is on the motion of the Senator from 
irginia. ; 

Mr. IVERSON. 1 desire to know whether tt 
is in order to amend that motion by asking thet 
the Creek spoliation bill shall be particularly 
| postponed until one o’clock, and all other bus!- 
| ness be postponed generally? ent 
| Mr. HUNTER. If Senators say they will 

not debate it, I am willing to agree to postpone 
that bill until Tuesday. 

Mr. CLAY. I will not debate it. I only want 
it to have a day fixed for its hearing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the 
question is on postponing the special order, whic’ 
| is the bill (S. No. 81) to provide for the exam- 
ination and payment of certain claims of citizens 
| of Georgia and Alabama, on account of the losses 
| sustained by depredations of the Creek Indians, 
/and make it a special order for Tuesday next, “ 
pone o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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